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| LETTER 
ANONY MUS, 


In Anſwer to his Three LETTERS to 
Dr. SHERLOCK about 


Church- -Communion, 


SIR, 


Am very ſorry, tha .my Silence* and Patience his been 
| - miſtaken by you for an affront and negleR 3 which is ſuch 
a Pxovocation, - as I find ſome ſort of-great minds cannot 
bear. 
But yet, that you myy have alittle mercy, 1 ſhall give you a 
\brief:accountof the reaſon, wh you had not an Anſwer before. 
I,did not anſwer your firſt ($14 in ſo publick a manner as 
. you deſired, becauſe I believed your ObjeRions were ſuch, as 
- ano bady was-concern'd.in but your ſelf, and I,cannot chiik ic 
decent, to' trouble fo numerous.an Auditory with every particu- 
Jar imans conceits. I did not anſwer. your ſecond 'Letter,  be- - 
cauſe: by.the Temper and Spiric of it, I cafily foreſaw, that it 
would end in a-publick.Quarrsl 3 and if I muſt'be in'Print, I 
henceforth reſolve to correct the Preſs my ſelf, and not to ſuffer 
any man to print my private Letters for me. But yet 1 called 
at Mr. R's Shop, whither ,you directed me, ſeveral times, tohave 
_ invited you to. 2, private Conference, but could never fee-him, 
till.l-accidentally.met him.in the. ſtreet, the ſame day'l received 
the Preſent. of \your printed; a The reaſon why. —_— 
2 thole 
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thoſe Diſcourſes, oy you heard me preach, was becauſe they 
were defigried for the Preſs, before they were deſigned for the 
Pape” before 1 drearpt_ of your terrible Queries 3 and were 
printed and preath'd exacMy by thETamhe Copy,” excepting the 
Introduction to fit them t6 a Text, 'which you know is very 
convenient for a+ Sermon. And the reaſon. why I-ſent you one-of 
thoſe Tracts, when it was printed, was becauſe I did hope you - 
might have had underſianding enough, upon a carcful peruſal of. 
it, when it lay-befgore you, . to.have anſwered thoſe Objeions 
which you made againſt it, at the firſt eating. 

And*now; Sir, come to-conſider the Contents of your-Firſt 
Letter 3 you have made ſome Repetition of what I diſcourſed, 
and a very good Repetition to be done by memory; which gives 
you the commendable Character of a diligent and attentive 
Heazer: but when you had the Diſcourſe before you in Print, you 
ought not then to have depended upon your memory, but to 


have given me my owo again in my own words and order, and 
cvith, that depetlance and; @nnexion "which the, whole 
firength of that Difcourſe oonſifts 3 artd to have applied your Que- 


ries diſtin&ly to thoſe parts of the Diſcourſe, which they related 
to. Had you done this, you would cither have been able to 
haye reſolved. your own Queries, or would more effeQually have 
coovinc'd.me of my miſtake , or at leaſt have given your Rea- 
ders better farixfaGion in the pertinency of what you fay 3 but 
now you have onely given us a heap of Queries,” whichit is-no 


. aſie matter to know to what they relate. | 


As for your Repetitions, the Reader who deſires ſatisfaQion, 


. may compare them with what I have writ, which is exaQly the 
ſame with what I preach'd : and as for your Queries, you know 


how. calie a. thing it is to.ask: Queſtions, - However; I-will en- 
deavour to find out to what they belong, and give as plain and 
ſhort an Anſwer to them as I can : for 1 afſare you,-I am not at 
leiſure now to write along Book upon this Argument, and there- 
fore it is a great comfort to me, that there is no need of it. = 

After your Repetition of what you could: remember, or at 
you thought fit to take notice of in my Sermon, you give- us a 
very miſtaken Summary of it. 

To ſum up (ſay you) what Take to be the force of all this. 

The Apoſtles and their Succeſſors, were by. our Saviour inveſted 
with a power of receiving Members into bis Church upon his Terms, 
and with ſuch Rites as they ſhould think fit; and they who are not 
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ſo received into the Church, have no right to any of the bleſſings pro- 
mir d tothe Members of Chriſt" s Body. - 

This Power is. by.an uninterrupted Succeſſion, derived upon the Go- - 
vernours of our National Church, wherefore all others, that pretend to 
the. exerciſe of this Power within this Nation, are Uſurpers \ and all 
the Laity Baptized by their Paſtors, not being duly admitted into any 
particular Church, are ſo fay from being Members of Chrift*s Body, 
that they. are Uſurpers and Traytors to that Power, which is derived * 
from him in a right line. Durus hic Sermo. 

Had you not told the World in your Title-Page, that you are 
a. Lay-man, to make your Triumph over a poor undone DoQtor 
. of Divinicy.the more glorious, I ſhould have taken you to be 
the Founder of ſome new S:& of Conjecural Divines ; and 
truly you are ſo happy in your gueſſes, that I believe few- men \, 
will ever be able to out-do you in this Art. For there is not 
one word of all this matter in that Diſcourſe, which you pretend 
to ſum up, as it was delivered by me. That to which you ſeem 
to refer, is-coptained. in one ſhort Paragraph, which I ſhall Tran- 
| ſcribe, and leave: the moſt fanciful Reader'to try his skill to fum 
it. up as you have done. Having before aſſerted, that God onely replur: 
can/Conſtitate' a Church, | added, And I think it is 4s plain, that of Caſes; 
the onely viſible way God has of Forming a Church ( for I do not Þ: 5+ 
now ſpeak of the Inviſible Operations of the Divine Spirit ) is by gran- 
ting a Church-Covenant, which is the Divine Charter whereon the 
Church is founded,and inveſting ſome perſons with Power and Aitho- 
rity.to receive others into this Covenant, according to the terms and 
conditions of the Covenant, and by ſuch Covenant-Rites, and Forms 
of Admiſſion, as he us pleaſed to Inſtitute , which under the Goſpel is - 
Baptiſm, as under the Law it was Circumciſion. ,_ 

L- was diſcourſing of Gods viſible way of Forming a Church, 
which 1 aſſerted: to be by granting.a Church-Covenant, which-- 
is that. Divine Charter on which the Church is founded 3 but 
then, leſk any one (ſhould queſtion, how men are admicted into-- 
this Covenant, I added, that God had inveſted ſorne'Perfons - 
with Power and Authority to receive others. into this Covenant 
by Baptiſm 3 and by receiving them into Covenant, they make - 
them Members of that Church which is founded on this. Cove- - 
nant. « See Te 210th 

Now what, of all this will.any. ſober Diſſenter deny ?'- Hete js 
no diſpute who is tnveſted with this Power, what Form of - 
GChurch-Government- Chrili Inſtituted, ' whether. rome or-: 
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"Presbyterian'; here is no te about the validity of Orders, 
or Succeſſion, or in what cafes Baptiſm may be valid, which is 
not adminiſtred by a valid Authority : This did-not concern my 
preſent Argument, which proceeds upon a-quite different 
theſis, viz. the necelfiey of Communion with the one Church and 
Body of Chriſt; for all thoſe who are, or would be owned to be 
Chriſtians, or Members of Chrifts Body, I make no inquiry by 
whom they have been baptized, or whether they were rightly 
baptized or not : - but taking all theſe things for granted, I in- 
quire whether Baptiſm do not make us-Charch-Members ; whe- 
Nas it makes vs Members of a Particular or Univerſal Church ; 
whether a Church-Member be not bound to Communion with 
the whole Carholick Church ; whether he that ſeparates from 
any ſound: part of the Catholick Church, be not a'Schiſmatick 
from the whole Chutch 3 whether we be not bound to maintam 
conſtant Communion with that particular Church in which we 
live, and with which we cat, when we pleaſe, communicate oc- 
calionally ; whether it be confiftent with Catholick Commu- 
nion, to communicate with two Churches, which arc'in aſtare-of 
Separation. from each other.: It you have any thing to fay to 
thele matters, you ſhall have a fair hearing 3 but all your Que- 
-ries, which proceed upon a miſtaken Hypothelis of your own, do 
not concern tne 3 and yet to oblige you, if itbe poſſible, 1 ſhall 
: briefly conſider them. | 

I. Your firſ Query is, Whether a Piows Diſſenter ſuppoſed to 
be received into the Church by ſuch as he believes to be fally inveſted 
. with ſufficient Power, is in as bad a conilition as a Moral Heathen, 

or in a-worſe than a Pafiſt. | 

Anſw. The Catholick Church has been fo indulgent to He- 
reticks and Schiſmaticks, as to determine againftthe Neceſſity of 
.Rebaptization, if they have.been once, though irregularly bapti- 
.zed. This you-may find a particular account-of, 'in the Vindi- 
.cation-of the Defence of Dr. $til. p.22. 8&c, | But the queſtion 
is, whether it they continue Schiſmaticks, whatever their other 
.pretences to Piety be, their Condition be not as dangerous, as 
* -the Condition of Moral Heathens and Papiſis. 

2. Whether the Submiſſion to the Power and Cenſures of this 
:Chureh (which all muſt own- to be a ſaund Church }) be part of the 
Divine Covenant, which Unites the Members of the Catholick,Chrch 
#0 God and to each other. 

Anſw. This is a captious Queſtion, which muſt be diftin&ly 

an{wered. 


A Letter to Anonyinis. 
anſwered. A general Submiſſion and Obedience to the Autho- 
rity and Cenſures of the Church, though ie cannot 1 ly be 
called a part of that Divine Covenant whereon the! Church is 
founded, which primarily reſpeQs the promiſe of Salvation by 
_ Chriſt through Faith in his Bloud 3: yet it is a neceflary Charch- 
Duty , and effential to Church-Communion, and ſo may be 
called a part of the Covenant, if by the Covenant we underſtand 
all thoſe Duties which are required of baptized Chriſtians, and 
Members of the Church, by a Divine poſitive Law, as Obedience 
to Church-Governours is. | 
But then Obedience to the-Church of England is not ar uni- 
verſal Duty incumbent on all Chriſtians, but onely on thoſe 
which are, or ought to live, in Obedience to this -particular | 
| Church: for the particular exerciſes of Church-Aathority and 
Juriſdiction is confined within certain limits, as,' of neceſſity it - 
muſt be 3 and though all Orthedox Churches mult live in Com- 
munion with each other, yet no particular Church can pretend 
to any original Authority over another Church, or the Members 
of it, as is the conſtant Doctrine of Proteſtants, in oppoſition to 
the Uſurpations of the Church of Rome. - -But I perceive, Sir, 
you know no difference between the Authority and Power, and 
the Communion of the Church. | 
But you adde, If it be, then as he who is not admitted into this 
Chureh, it no Member of the Catholick, and has no right to the be- 
nefits of being a Member of Chrifts Body : ſo is it with every one, 
who is excluded by Chmrch-Cenſures, though excommunicated for a - 
flight Contempt or negled, nay, for a wrongful cauſe. EE. 
Truly, Sir, I know not how any man is admitted into the 
Church of England, any otherwiſe than as he is admitted into the 
pCatholick Church, viz. by Baptiſm, which docs not make 
us Members of any Particular Church, but of the Univerſal - 
Church, which .obliges 'uvs:to communicate-with that part ofthe 
Catholick Church wherein we live; and whoever lives in Eng- 
land, and renounces Communion with the Church of England, 
is a Schifmactick-from the Catholick Church. | 
And whoever is excommunicated from one ſound part of the 
Catholick Church, is excommunicated from the whole. But 
then,' there is this difference between Excommunication and 
Schiſm 3 the firſt". is a Judicial Sentence, \the Necond is a-Mans 
own Choice ; the tirft is not valid. unleſs it/be inflicted for a jufi 


Cauſe ; the ſecond is always valid, and does in its own nature 
cut 
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cut Men off from all Communion with Chriſts Body. I ſay in 
its own Nature, for I will not pretend to determine the tmal 
Scates of Men 3 - for I know not what-gracious allowances God 
will-make for ſome Schiſmaticks, no more than 1:do what favour 
he may allow to other Sinners.”  ' | dyno | 

| But you proceed: If it be no part of the Divine Covenant, then a 
man- that lives bere, may be's true Member of the ' Catholick Church, 
though he is. not 4n Gommunion with-this Sound Gburch, 

.-This-is another[/Horn of your formidable. Dilemtna«: ;-If /Obe- 
dience to the Authority and Cenſures of the particular National 
Church of England is no patt of the Divine Govenant, then thoſc 
baptized Chriſtians who live in England, are not-boynd to the 
Communion 'ef the Church of England,” and may be Catholick 
Chriſtians for all that. As if, becauſe the Subjects of Spain are 
not bound to obey the King of England, therefore Engliſh men 
are not bound to obey him neither, 'but may be very good Sub- 
jets for all that... | 

We are bound-by the Divine Law, to live in Communion 
with all true Catholick Churches, and to obey the Governours 
of the Church wherein we live z and therefore,though Obcdience 
to the Church of England be not a Law to all the World, yet it 
is a Law to all Engliſh Chriſtians inhabiting in! this Church. 
But your way. of arguing is,-as if a man ſhould ſay, It-is a Divine 
Law to obey Civil Magiſtrates, but there is no Divine Law that 
all the World ſhould obey the King of England, France, or Spain, 
therefore French or Engliſh SubjeQs are not bound to obey their 
own Prince. Oh what comfortable- DoQtrine is this:'to ſome 
men! oat 

'You proceed : But you will ſay ( which I think;is not much to 
m que(tion ) that be ought to Communicate, .if Communion'ugy be 


-:\Yes, Ido ſay this 3 and I. believe by this time you fee, or at 
leaſt. others will ſee, that itis: much to the-queſtion. // bt 50) 
\\But then Buery, whether the Diſſenters may not rely; that they are 
ready to Communicate, if the Communion be not: clog'd with ſame. 
#bings, which are no part of the Divine Covenant. | 

Yes, they-may reply o, if they pleaſe, or Anonymus for them 3 


but whoever does it, the reply is very weak and impertinent.; It 


is. weak, becauſe Obedience to Authority, in all lawfut things, is 
in a large notion part:of the Divine Covenant : And it is very 
.mpertinent, becauſe the Suppoſition of Communicating, where 

Com- 
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Communion may be had,ſuperſedes that Query, For Communion 
rannot be had, wherethere are any finful Termsof Communion : 
and though I aſſert, that the Church muſt 'be founded ona Di- 
vine Covenant, f never ſaid, that nothing muſt be enjoyned by 
the Church, but what is expreſs'd in that Covenant. ' A:Cor- 
poration which is, founded upon'a Royal Charter, you know, 
may have Authority to make By-Laws, which fhall oblige all the 
Members of it, and ſo are Terms of Communien with it 3 arid 
yet it is the Charter, not theſe By-Laws, whereon the Corpora- 
tion is founded. I was not concerned to examine the Terms of 
Communion, ( that is, and will be done by other hands.) bur, 
\Tuppoſing nothing finful in our Communion,. whether all Chri- 
ſtians that live in this Church, are not bound to live in Com- 
munion with it.” | | | 

«+ 3+ Your next Query concerns the Derivation of Church- 
Power from Chriſt himſelf, without any immediate Derivation 
from other Church-Governours 3 which does not at all concern 
my Do&trine of Church-Communion : for whether id be fo or 
ſo, till we are bound to maintain Communion with all ſound 
parts of the Catholick Church; fo Church-Authority be derived 
from Chriſt any way, it is well enough, but. then we muſt be 
ſure that it is ſo : and if Chriſt have appointed no ordinary way 
for this, but by the hands of men, who received their Authority 
immediately from himſelf, I know not who can appoint any 0- 
ther way. 

But may not a Lay-man preach the Goſpe], and gather a 
Church in a Heathen'Country, where there is none of the Clergy 
to do it? Iſuppoſe he may 3 and if you pleaſe to conſult the 
Vindication of the Defence of Dr. Stillingfleet's Unreaſonableneſs 
of Separation, p.331, &c. you wilt find this caſe largely deba- 
ml” | | 

But it ſeems it doth not ſatisfie you, that this be allowed onely 
in caſe of Neceſtity, for then up ſtart two other Queries. 

1. Whether this will not put the being of our Church upon a very 

hazardous iſſue, and oblige your ſelf ts prove, that it was a true 


Church before theReformation ? , 
Anſw.' This is no hazard at all: for the Church of England 


was certainly a true, though a corrupt Church, before the Re- 
formation, as the Church of Rome is at this day. A true Church 
is that which has every thing eſſential to the being of a Church, 


though mixt with ſuch other corruptions, as make its Commu- 
B - nion 
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nion dangerous and ſinful, as a diſcaſed man is a true man ; and 
remove theſe corruptions, and then it is not onely a true, but a 
found Charch, as the Church of England is at this day. And 
if you will not allow this, I doabt, Sir. all private Chriſtians will 
be at /as:great a lofs'for their Baptiſm, as the Church will be for 
Orders. But the caſe ofa Truc'and Sound and Catholick Church, 
if you pleaſe, you may ſce ſtated in'the ſame Book to which I re- 
ferred you before. | 

And thus your ſecond Query is anſwered, that though this. 
Church was Antichriſtian before the Reformation, yet there was 
not the ſame neceſlity for-private Chriſtians to ulurp the Mini- 
terial Office, without a regular Authority, as there is for a Lay- 
man in a Heathen Nation, becauſe an Antichriſtian, that is, the 


-moſt corrupt Church, 'retains-the Power of Orders, as well as of 


Sacraments» | 
Asfor that'Independent Principle, that Chriſt has inſtituted a 
Power'in the Church to ordain her own Officers, you may ſce-it 
exatnined in the:Defence of Dr. Still. Unr. of Sep. p. 306, &c. 
'But what now is all-this'to:me ? I don't charge our Diſſen- 
ters 'with Schiſm from the Invalidity of their Orders, but for 
their cauſeleſs and finful Separation. Let us ſuppoſe, that they 


have no need of any Orders, 'or that ſuch'Orders as they have 


axe good, or that they-had:Epiſcopal Orders, and were governed 
by Biſhops of their own, as the Donatiſts were, yet they would 
be never the leſs Schiſmaticks for that, while they ſeparate from 
the Church of England, and fromeach other. If Orders be ne- 
ceſſiry,, and they have no Orders, then they are np Churches at 
all ; if they have true Orders, and are true Churches, . but yet dj- 
vide Chriſtian Communion by ſeparating from. any ſound part 
of the Chriſtian Church, they are Schiſmaticks, 

4. Q. Whether from the Suppoſition, that there ought to be but one 
Church-Covenaht throught the Catholick Church, that there cannot 
be one true Church within another, and that the nature of Catholick- 
Communion is ſuch, that one ought to be ready to Communicate with 
any ſound Church, from which one is not hindred by reafon of the di- 
ſtance of place ? it does not follow. 

- Anſw. Fair and ſoftly ! + Let- us firſt conſider the Suppoſitions,. 


'befoxe we conſider what | follows from them 3 for you have fo 

' mi{: repreſented; ſo curtailed theſe Propoſitions, 'and fo mixt and: 
blended things of a different nature, that it is neceflary to reſtore 

them to their true Senſe and proper Place again, before we can 
- 


tell what follows.. 
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1 aſſerted, that the Chriſtian Church is founded upon a Divine 
Covenant, and fince God hath made but one Covenant with Reſol. of 
mankind in Chriſt Jeſus, therefore there carrbe but one Chriſtian Caſes, p.8. 
Church throughout the World, founded on this one Covenant. 
Having” explained the general notion of Church-Communion, yp, 10, 
which ſignifies no more than Church-Fellowſhip and Society, that to be 
in Communion with the Church, is to be a Member of the Church, 1 
came to enquire what made a Separate Church. For if there be 
but one Church, and one Communion, of which all true Chriſtians and yp. 19, 
Chriſtian Churches are or ought to be Members, then thoſe Churches 
which are not Members of each other, are Separate Churches. And p. 20: 
for a fuller explication of this, I obſerved ſeveral things. 
I. That there muſt be but one Church in one place.Becauſe there is 
no other Rule of Catholick-Commnnion, but to Communicate in all Re- 
ligious Offices, and all Afs of Government and Diſcipline, with 
thoſe Chriſtians with whom they live. For to Renounce the: Qrdina- 
ry Communion of Chriſtians, or true Chriſtian Church, is to divide the 
Unity and Communion of the Church , and to-withdraw our ſelves Þ* 21+ 
from Ordinary Communion with the Church in which we live, into di- 
ſtin& and ſera Societies for Worſhip, is to Renounce their Commu- 
nion, and when there is not a neceſſary cauſe for it, is a Schiſmatical 
Separation. 
And a little after, I added, If all Chriſtians are Members of the 
one Body of Chriſt, nothing can juſtifie the diftinion of Ghriſtians in- 
to ſeveral Churches, but onely ſuch a diſtance of place, as makes it 
neceſſary and expedient to put them under the Condudt and Government 
of ſeveral Biſhops, for the greater Edification of the Church in the 
more eafie and regular Adminiſtration of Diſcipline. And therefore 
nothing can WH, the gathering a Church out of 'a Church, and di- 
viding Neighbour- Chriſtians. into diftinc} Communiong, Now then - 
let us conſider what follows. | ES s 
1. You ſay, Either that the French Proteſtants have no Church 
here, but are Schiſm2ticks in not Communicating with ours Or that 
ours is guilty of Schiſm, in making the Terms of Communion ſo 
ſtreight, that it is not the Duty of every one ({ though a Licenſed 
Stranger ) to Communicate with this Church. 
Anſw. It any Forcign Church among us, which by Royal Fa- 
vour is allowed the Obſervation of their own Difcipline and 
Rules of Worſhip, Renounce Communion with the Church of 
England, or Communicate with: our Separatiſts, ſhe is Schiſma- 
tical her (elf 3 as the Proteſtant Churches in France, Geneva, or 
B 2 Holland 
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Hollend would be, ſhould they do the like. But if there be any 
reaſon to allow thoſe Foreigners, which are among us, to Form 
and Model their Congregations according to the Rules of their 
own Churches to which they originally belong, this is no more a 
Schiſm, than there is between the Proteſtant Churches of France 
and England, which own each others Communion. 

A bare Variety of Rites and Ceremonies makes no Schiſin be- 
tween Churches.z our Church pretends not to give'Laws to o-. 
ther Churches, in ſuch matters, but leaves them to their liberty, 
as ſhe takes her own : and why an Eccleſiaſtical Colony may 
not for great reaſons be tranſplanted into another Church, as 
well.as a Civil Colony into another Kingdom, while they live. 
in Communion with each other, I cannot tell. Ir is a different 
thing to gather a Church out of a Church, and to tranſplant 
ſome Members of one Church into another ( maintaining the 
Game Communion, though with ſome peculiax and different u- 
(ages) with the conſent of the Church to which they come. 

The caſe of Strangers and.Natives has always been accounted 
very different, both upon a Religious and Civil account : Every 
particular.National Church has Authority over her own Mem- 
bers, to dire& and govern her own Communion, and preſcribe 
the Rules of Worſhip 3 but as (he does not impoſe upon other 
Churches.at a diſtance, ſo ſhe may allow the ſame liberty to the 
Members. of ſuch Koreign Churches, when they live within her 
Juriſdiction, without breach of Communion :. for though the 
Communion of the whole Chriſtian Church is but. one, and all 
true Catholick Churches are Members of cach other, yet the Au- 
thority and Juriſdiction is different 3 every Church challengirlg 
a. peculiar Authority, which it exerciſcth in its own Commu- 
nion 3 and therefore for the Church of England to ſuffer Foreign 
Churches to obſerve their. own Cuſtoms and Ulſages, is not to 


_ allow of diſtin& and ſeparate Communioens in her own Bowels, 


( which were Schiſmatica), ) but onely to exempt ſuch Congre- 
gations of Strangers from her particular Juriſdi&ion, and to leave 
them to the Government and Authority of the Chuych to which 
they. belong. 

There was no .ſuch thing indeed allowed in the Primitive 


. Church, as diſtin& Congregations of Foreigners under a diffe- 


rent Rule and Government 3 and it were very deſirable, that all 
Chriſtians who have occaſion to live in other Countries, would 


confoxm to all the innocent and laudable Cuſtoms of-the Church 
where 
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where they ſojourn ,- which: ſeems moſt agreeable to Cathotick 
Communion 3 but yet diftin& Congregations of 'Forei ; 
who own the Communion of ' our Church, though they. obſerve 
the cuſtoms of their own ., are not Schiſmatical, as the Separate 
Conventicles of Diffenters are. _ | 

2. But does it not follow from the obligation to Communicate,or 0 be 
reatly to Communicate with any true Church where diſtance does not |, 
hinder , that a Member of the Church of England # not obliged.to 
conflant Communion with that Church', but may occaſionally commu- 
nicate with the French Church , nay with Diſſenters too, "if be be- 
lieves that any of their Congregations is a trueMember of the Catho- 
lick Church, | | 

Anſ. This is-a-great Maſtery of Wit, to turn my own Artil- 
| lery upon me. 1 prove the Diffenters to be Schiſmaticks , | be- 
cauſe they ſet up-a Church within a Church , whereas there 
ought to be but one Charch and-one Communion in one place, 
every Chriſtian being bound to Communicate with the ſound 
part of the Catholick Church in the place where he lives z + for 
according to the Laws of Catholick Communion , nothing but 
diſtance. of place can ſuſpend ' our obligation toaQtual Commu- 
nion 3 Hence you conclude , that ' we muſt Communicate with 
Schiſmaticks, if there be any among us, or ſo near to us,that di- 
ftance does not hinder our Communion. But you ſhould con- 
ſider,that our obligation to Catholick Communion does equally\ 
oblige us-to renounce the Communion-of - Schiſmaticks whether 
at home or abroad;; and though we ſhould allow them to be true . 
Ghurches, yet if Schiſmatical,:they are not Catholick Churches, 
and therefore not the obje&s of Catholick Communion. 

But however,we may lawfully Communicate with the French - 
Church that is among us,as occaſion ſerves. Yes, no doubt we 
may, becauſe they are in Communion with us.. -But then follows 
che Murdering conſequence, that a- Member of the Church of Eng- 
land is nat bound to a conftant Communion with her. | pray, why 
{o.? 'every Member, as a Member, is in conſtant Communion: 3 x,y, of * 
for«to be in Communion with a Church , is to be a Member of Caſes, p.' 
it, as I proved at large : but then Church-Communiondoes not 1©- 
primarily reſpe& a Particular but the Univerſal Church, and P. 19; 
therefore it is no interruption of our Communion. with the "0 
Church of England to Communicate a@ually with any Church, 
which is in Communion with her : 'for as all Chriftians,who-are 
neither Hereticks nor Schiſmaticks, are Members of the Catho- 
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lick Church, f they are in Communion with the Catholick 
Church, and every ſound part of it, The State of Communion 
is conſtant with'the whole Catholick Church, the aQts of Com- 
munion are performed ſometimes in one part of it, ſometimes 
in another , as our preſence, abode, or occaſions, require 3 and 
thus it is poſſible atually to Communicate with the French 
Church , either in'England or out of + England, without inter- 
rupting our Communion with the Church of England 3. for the 
Communion is one and the ſame in all Chriſtian C $,which 
are in Communion with each-other , though they may obſerve 


_ different Rites and 'Modes of Worſhip, 


——z 


And this I ſuppoſe is a Sufficient anſwer to that other untow- 
ard conſequence , that if the Members of the Church of Ky 
land - nay occalionally Communicate with the French Church, 


then Conſtant Communion is nt always a Duty, where occaſional 


Communion is lawful 3 1 (appoſe, becauſe we are not bound to a 


. conſtant actual or preſential Communion with the FrenchChurch, 


though we may occafionally Communicate with it. 
But certainly, Sir, had you ever conlidered, what I diſcourſt 


-about conſtant and occaſional Communion, you would not have 


made ſach an ObjeRion as this: For this isa Modern diſiin&i- 
on, which has no ſence at the bottom, as I plainly ſhewed. But 


however, by conſtant. Communion,cur Diflenters underſtand the 


ing the Acts of Communion, always or ordinarily in the 
ſame Church 3 and by occaſional Communion, performing the 
Acs of Communion ſometimes, or as occaſion ſerves, in another 


Church ; now with reſpe& to this Notion of conftant, or occa- 
-fional Communion , as it ſignifies the conſtant and ordinary, or 
. the occaſional Acts of Communion, mult that queſtion be un- 
derſtood , Whether conftant Communion be a Duty, where occaſional 
- Communion is Lawful : the meaning of which queſtion is this, 


whether when other Reaſons and Circumſtances determine my 


Perſonal Communion ordinarily to one Church , it be not my 
[Duty to'Communicate ordinarily with that Church , if I can 
[lawfully Communicate ſometimes with it : and there being no 


other reaſon to juſtifie non - Gommunion with any Church 


-with which I am bound fox other -reaſons ordinarily to 
\Communicate , but onely Sinful Terms of Communion, and 
there being no Colour for ſuch a Pretence, where occaſio- 


nal Communion is acknowledged Lawful , (for Sinful Terms of 


-Communion-make occaſional. as well as .confiant Ats of Com- 


munion 
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munion'Sinful)) I herice conclude , that itis a neceflary Duty to 
Communicate conftantly-orordinarily with that Church in which 
T'live, if it be Lawful to Communicate occaſtonally, -or fome- 
times with it. | 
But if any Man will be fo perverſe as to underſiand this que- 
ſion, as you now do;not of the Communion of a-Church,which 
for other reaſons we are bound to'Communicate-ordinarily with, 
but of any Church with which T may lawfully Communicate as 
occaſion ſerves, it makes it anabſugd and ſenſeleſs Propoſition, to 
| fay, that conſtant Communion (by that meaning preſential and 
perſonal Communion) is always aduty , where occaſional Com- 
munion is lawful. For at this rate, if -occafional Communion 
with the Proteſtant Churches of France, Geneva, Holland, Ger- 
many, be lawful, it becomes a neceſſary duty for. me to Communi- 
catealways perſonally and preſentionally with all theſe Churches 
at the fame time, which-no man can do, who can be preſent 
bat in one placeat a time. But yet thus far the /Propoſition 
holds univerſally true, that whatever Church I can occaſionally 
-Communicate with, without fin,'l-am alſo bound to Communi- 


cate conſtantly with, whenever ſuch reaſons as are neceſſary to- 


determine-my Communion'to a particular Church, make it my 
Duty to do ſo. And no man in. his Wits ever undetſiood this 


Queſtion in any other'fence. 


Burt this you think. cannot be-my meaning : For according to- 


me, no man is obliged to be a Member of one Sound Church more 


than another, provided the diftance is not - ſo great, but that he-may- 


Communicate with both. 


It is wonderful to me, Sir, how: you ſhould: come to'faſten ſo- - 


many abſard Propofitions upon me ; and 1 would delire-of you 
for the future, if you' have no regard to your own” Reputation, 
yet upon Principles of common Honeſiy, not to write ſo haſtily, 


but to take ſome time'to underfiand aBook, -before- you under-. 


take to confate it. F42, 

'Where do I ſay, That no man is obliged to be a:Member of one 
found Church-more than of another 2 -1 aſſert indeed; that no bap- 
tized Chriſtian is a"Member cf-any particular Charth, conlidered: 
-meetly as particular, but is a*Member of the univerſat Church, 


andof all found Orthodox' Churches, -as-parts of the univerſal 


'Charch. "This puts him into a'State-of Gommunion-with-the 
whole' Chorch; without which-he-cannot be properly {aid-to-per- 
form any 'A&-of Charch-Communion*though he ſhould jayin 
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all the Acts and Offices of Chriſtian Worſhip: But is there no 
difference - between being a Member of the Univerſal Church, 
and of all particular Churches, -which are Parts and Members of , 
the Univerſal Church, and not to be obliged to be a Member of one 
Sound Church more than of another ? The firlt (uppoles, that every 
Chriſtian, whatever.particular Church he aQually Communicates 
in, .is a Member of the whole Chriſtian Church, and of all parti» 
cular Sound Churches : the ſecond ſuppoſes the quite contrary, 
that Chriſtians are ſo Membexs of one Church, as they are not of 
another 3. that conſtant Communion in a particular Church, con- 
fines their Church-Memberſhip to that particular. Church in 
.which they Communicate. | . 

So that the queſtion is not, what Church I muſtbe a Mem- 
.ber of 3 for ,every Chriſtian is-a Member of che whole Church, 
.not meerly- of this or that particular Church 3 but what particu- 
.lar Church 1 muſt Communicate in. - Now our Obligation to 
Communicate in. a certain ,particular Ghurch, reſults from the 
4lace wherein we live : The Church in which we were Born and 
Baptized, and have our ordinary. Abode and Relidence., the 
Church which is incorporated into the State of which we are 
Natural Subjects, if it be a true and ſound Chriſtian Church, 
.challenges our, Communion and Obedience. 

Now in the ſame place, there never can be any competition 
.between two Churches, becauſe there muſt bebut one Church in - 
the ſame place, and therefore there can be no diſpute in what 
Thurch we muſt .conftantly Communicate, which muſt be the 
Church in which we. live, | ) 

But is there not a French, and a Dutch, as well as an Engliſh 
Church, in London 3 and fince diſtance of place does not hinder, 
may we not chuſe which of theſe we will ordinarily Communi- 
cate with ? 

I. anſwer, No, we have onely the Church of England in Eng- 
land. The French Ghurch is in France, and the Dwtch Church 
is in Holland, though there is a French and Dutch Congregation 
Allowed in London. Theſe Congregations belong to their own 
Original Churches, and are under their Government and Cen- 
ſures3 but there is no Church-Power and Authority in England, 
.but onely of the Church of England, and therefore though we 
anay occaſionally Communicate with tne French Congregation, 
.our Obligation to conſtant Communion is with the Church of 
England, which alone has Authority and Juriſdiion in England 
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to require our- Communion and Obedience: .one_ particula 
; Church is diſtinguiſh'd from another, not by a diſtin& and fe- * þ 
parate Communion, which is'Schiſmatical, but by diſtin& Power ED 
and Juriſdition 3 and that Church within whoſe JuriſdiQion. 
we live, can onely challenge our Communion: and I ſuppoſe no 
man will fay, that in this ſence we live in theyrench or Dutch 
Church, becauſe there is a French and Dwtch Church allowed a- 
mong us. | | 
5. Your next Query is, Whether a true Chriſtian , #hough not 
viſibly admitted into.Church-Communion, where he wants the Means, 
bas not a virtual Baptiſm-in the Anſwer of a good Conſcience towards, 
God, according to 1 Pet. 2. 21. | 
Anſw. What this concerns me, I cannot tell. I ſpeak onely 
of the Neceſſity of Viſible Communion in Viſible Members, you 
put a queſtion, whether the want of Viſible Admiſſion by Bap- 
tiſm, when it can't behad, may not be ſupplied with the anſwer 
of a_good Conſcience towards God. I hope in ſome caſes it 
may, though I donet hope this from what St. Peter ſays, who 
. onely ks. of that Anſwer of a good Conſcience, which is - 
made at Baptiſm, not of that which is made without it. But 
what God will accept of in this caſe, is not my buſineſs to deter- 
minez unbaptized.Perſons are no Viſible Members of the Church, 
and therefore not capable of Viſible Communion, and therefore. 
not concerned at allin this diſpute. 
6. Query, Why-a profeſt Atheiſt, who has been baptized, and out 
of Secular Intereſt continues a Communicant with this Church, is, 
more a Member of the Catholick, Church, than ſuch as are above de- 
cribed, | 
ſ Anſw. Neither Atheiſts nor Schiſmaticks are Members of the 
Catholick Church. But this is a vile infinuation againſt the Go- 
vernours and Government of our Church, as if profeſt Atheiſts 
were admitted to Gommunion. Though poſſibly there may be 
ſome Atheiſts, yet I never met yet with one, who would profeſs 
himſelfan Atheift, 1f 1fhbuld, I afſure you, I would not admit '# 
him to Communion, and Ihope there is no Miniſter of the Chaxch _. 
of England would 3 and I am ſure, no man, who had any kind- 
neſs for the Church,. with which he pretends to hold Communi- 
on, would ask ſ{uch.a queſtion. ED 5 
7. Duery, Whether as the Catholick Church is compared to a Bo- 
dy of Men incorporated by 'one Charter Jhould #pon. ſuppoſition of. a 
poſſibility of the forfeiture of the (nit? the whole Body, by b 
[ Miſ- 
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iſcarriages of any of the Officers, does it likewiſe follow, that the 
rates of of any of the Offers, o the Church Repreſtmative, 
I remember Biſhop Sanderſon cells the Clexgie, may forfeit the Pri- 
: Piledges given by Chriſt to bis Church, or at leaſt may ſuſpend them ?- 
F Ar, ſuppoſe. a Proteſtant Clergie taking their Power to be as large as 
the Church of Rome claim'd ſhould deny the Laity the Sacraments, 
as the Popiſh did in Venice, and bere in King John's time, during 
the Interdifia quid inde operatur ? , 

Anſw. Juſt as muchas this Query docs, the reaſon of which I 
cannot eafily gueſs. - I afferted indeed, that as there is but- one 
Covenant on which the Chuvch is founded, fo there can be bue 
one Church .to which this Covenant belongs 3 and therefore 

Reſol. of thoſe who divide and ſeparate themſelves from this one Body of 
Caſts, P8. Ghrik, forfeit their Right.to this Covenant, which is made onely 
: with the ane Body of Chriſt ; which I illuſtrated by the inſtance 
of a Charter granted to.a partkulnr Corporation, which no man 
had any intereſt in, who divided himſelf from that Corporation 
' to which this Charter was granted : But what is this:to for- 
feiting a Charter by the Miſcarriages of. Officers ? I doubt, Sir, 
your Head has been warmed with Quo Warranto's, which ſo af-, 
feet your Fancy, that you can Dream of nothing Elſe. 


"Twas alinoſt afraid, when your hand, was in, I ſhould neve 
have ſeen an end of theſe Queftionsz and I-know no more rea 
ſon,. why, you ſo ſoon left off asking Queſtions, than why-you 
askt any at all: for I would undertake to ask five hundred more, 
4s pertinent to the buſineſs as moſt of theſe, You have not in- 
deed done yet, but have a reſerve of particular Queries 3 but ge- 
neral Queries axe the moſtformidable things, becauſe it is harder 
o find what they relate to, than how to anſwer them. 
\You, have three ſets of Queries-relating to three ſeveral Pro- 
poſitions, beſides a. parting, blow of four Queries relating, to my 
{ -- « oP 
The firſt Propofition you. are. pleaſed to queſtion me about, is 
this: That our Savieyr made the, Apoſtles and their Sucteſfors Go- 
"42 Vernours of his Church, with promiſe to be with them to. the end of 
>, the World. Which I alledged to prove, that when the Church 
is called the Body of Chrift, it does not. fignifie a confuſed multi- 
tude of Chriſtians,. but a-regular Society. under Order and Go- 
vernment.. <—s | 
Now, Sir, is-this true ar falſe ?' if it be falfe, then the Church: 
is not a governed Society, is not a Body, but a confuſed -heapand: 


mul- 
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-multitude of Independent Individuals, which is ſomewhat worſe 
than Independent Churches. If it be. true, . why do you. ask; all | 
+ theſe Queſtions, unleſs you have a mind to confutegur Saviour, 
and burleſque his Inftitations ?- But fince I am-condemned- to. 
anſwer Queſtions, I will briefly conſider them. 0. 
I. Whether our Saviour's promiſe of Divine Aſſiſtance, did not 
extend to all the Members of the Church, conſidering every man-in bus 
refpeftive Station and Capacity, as well as the les, 4s Church- 
CO ? For which, you way compare St. John with $1, Mat- 
tnew, . "IP 
Anſw. No doubt, but there are Promiſes which relate to the. 
whole Church, and Promiſes which belong to particular Chri- 


ſtians, as well as Promiſes which relate peculiarly to the Apoſtles. 
and Governours of the Chprch, in the exerciſe of their Miniſte- 
rial Office and Authority: but what then? Chriſt is with his. - 


Church, with his Miniſters, with particular Chriſtians, to the. 
end of the World, but in a different manner, and'to different 
purpoſes; and yet that Promiſe there, is peculiarly made tothe 
Apoliles, including their Succefſors alſo : tor the Apoſtles them- 
ſelves were not to continue here to the end of the World, but an 
Apoſiolical Minifiry was. —_ _ ES DOTY 
2. Therefore Query, Whether it ſignifies any thing to ſay, there is 
no Promiſe to particular Churches, provided there be to partienlar 
Perſous, ſuch as are in charity with all men, . and are #0 com: 
municate with any Church, which requires no more of them than what 
they conceive to be their Duty orrordling 20 the Divine Covenant 
Auſw: It ſeems to me to be athar xy, What this Quer! 
means 3 or how it concerns that Authority which our Saviour. 
has given to his Apoliles for the Government of the ( d ch 
to which this Query relates. 1 aſſerted, ideed, that Chriſt hath 
made no Covenant with any particulat, but onely with the U- 
niverſal Church, which,includes particulargas Members of it 1 
nor has he made any Promiſe to particular Perſons, but-as Mem- 
bers of the Church, and. in Communion with it, when it may 
had upon lawful terms. Whoever breaks. the. Communion of 
the Church, without neceflary reaſon, though he. may in other 
things be a very good-natur'd man, yet he has not true Chri- 
ſian Charity, which unices,all the: Members of the. ſame Body 
in one Gommunion ,; and though. tho Ghurgh may .preienh 
Rules of Worlhip, which are not gxpreſſed in; the Divine Cove- 
nant, this will not juſtific TBE if ſhe commands nothing 
2 W 
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which is forbid : for the very Authority Chriſt has committed 
tohis: Miniſters; requires our obedience to them in things lawfut'z 
and if men will adhere to their own private Fancies in oppoſition 
to Church-Authority, they are gailty of Schiſm, and had beſi 
conſider, whether ſuch pride-and opinionativencfs will be allow- 
ed for excuſe. 

3. Whether if the Promiſe you mention be confined to the Apoſtles, 
as Church-Governours, it will not exclude the Civil Power, 

Anſw. There are peculiar Promiſes made to Church-Gover- 
nours, and to Civil Magiſtrates 3 their Authority and Power is 
very diſtin, but very conſiſtent. | 

4» What was the extent of the Promiſe, whether it was to ſecnye- 
the whole Church, that its Governours ſhould never impoſe unlawful 
Terms of Communion, or that there never be a defeQion of all the Mem- 
bers of the Catholick, Church, but that there ſhould always be ſome- 
true Members. 

Anſw. The Promile is, that Chriſt will be with them in the- 
diſcharge of their Miniſtry, and exereife of their Power 3. and 


this is all I know- of the matter : Our Saviour gave them Autho- 


rity to Govern the Church, and this was to laſt to the end of the 
World, as long. as there is any Church on Earth, which is all I 
cited it for, and fo much it-certainly proves. | 

The ſecond Propoſition you raiſe Queries on, is this : *Tis ab-- 
furd to gather a Church ont of a Church of Baptized Chriftians. 

' This I'do indeed affert, that ſince the Church. is-founded-on a: 
Divine Covenant; and to be in Covenant with God, and: to be 
Membetrs of his Church, is the ſame thing : ' therefore Baptiſm, 
whereby we are received into Covenant with God, makes us 
Members of the Church alſo; And this makes it very abſurd, to 

ther a Church out of Churches of Baptized Chriſtians, ' which 

uppoſes that they were not a Church before. © Infiead of confi- 
dering the reaſon whereon this is founded, as every honeſt Wri- 
ter ſhould do, you. onely put a perverſe Commient: on is. 

By which ( (ay you) '1-ſuppoſe'yoio mean; That men ought not to 
ſeparate from ſuch, and Tive in a diftin&t Church- Communion from any 
Church of Baptized Chriſtians; which I conceive needs explaining. 
But" if this were true, ft were plain-enough 3 but the-fault is, that 
it is not true: for 'we may ſeparate from any Church of Bapti- 
zed Chriſtians, if their Communion be ſinful 5 which juſtifies a 
Separation from the Church of Rome; and-anſwers your two firlt 
Queries. 9 TEC IS: | 

| Bat 
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=. f0 Anonyatus, 
Bat indecd the Propoſition, as afſerted by . me, does not 


en 


muchas concern # Separation from,,a Church, let the cauſe = E, 


what. it will, juſt:or unjuſt. - For. the Independents,who are the 


men- for. gathering Churches, do not own, that they ſeparate 


from po. Church, but that they form themſelves into a Church-- 


State, which they had not before, and: which no Chriſtians, ac- 
cording, to their- Principle, have, who are not Members of Inde- 
pendent Churches. Baptiſm, they acknowledge, makes men 
Chriltians at large, but not Church-Members, which I ſhewed 
muſt needs be very abſurd, if the Church be a Body and Society 


of men founded on a Divine Covenant: for then Baptiſm, which 


admits us into-Covenant with God, makes us Members of the 
Church 3- and they may. as well rebaptize Chriſtians, as form. 
mo 1" _ or qrmatigy 
is I {uppole may ſatishe you, how impertient all your 

Queries arc under this head. EN oY , 

Your two fuſt concern the Separation from the Church of 
Rome, which was not made upon Independent Principles, be- 
_ _y were no. Church, but becauſe they were a corrupt 

urc 

3+ Whether every Biſhoprick.in England be not h many C Chitxches 
within the National, Anſe Every Bilhoprick is a diſtin Epiſco# 
pal Church, and the Union.of them in one National Communis. 
en, makes them not ſo many, Churches, within a National, buc 
one National-Church 3 which- you may ſee explained-at large j in 
the Defence of Dr. S*ill. Vnr. of Separation- 


| 4+ And therefore Independent and Presbyterian Churches - 


are indeed within the National (Churches within a Church, 
which is Schiſmatical). but not one National Church, as Biſhop- 
ricks are. 

5. And therefore thou F we ſhould allow. them to have the 
External Form. and all.Efſentials of. a: Church + (which is, a very 


liberal grant) yet they axe not in Catholick C Communion, becauſe . 


they are Schiſmaticks.. 

6. And this.is all I am»to account for, . that. they , are not in 
Viſible Communion with. that.one Church and Body of Chrift 
to which the promiſes are made, . But what allowances Chrig 
will. make for the miſtakes of honeſt well-meaning Men, who di- 
vide the Communion of the Church, I carnot determine... Ican 


hope as charitably.as any man, but 1 dare not. be fo charitable,. 


as to makeChurch-Communion an indifferent thing,which is the 


great Bond of Chriſtian Charity.. 300 
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 Reſolut. 
of Caſes, 


. A Eetter #0 Anonymus, 
. - 34h. You take occaſion for your next from what I 
ſay of the” Independent Church-Covenant 3- you ſay, -T ſuppoſe 
that the Independents exelnile theniſelves from Cath ion, 
by requiring of their Members a new Contratt, no part of ahe Baptiſ- 

[ prove indecd/fromtheir placing a Church-State in\ a parti- 
cular explicit Covenant between and People, that they 
ſeparate thetnſcives from the whole Body of Chriſtians : - for no 
other Chriſtians, which are not in Covenant with: chem, are 
Members of their Church, nor can they be Members of 'any 0- 
ther Church. AndT proved, that thoſe ave Separate Churches 
which are not Members of each other, and do not own each ©- 


P--10-32- *thers Members for their own. For the Notion of Church-Com- 


munion conſiſts in Church-Memberſhip, and therefore no man is 
m Communion with that Church of which he is no Member ; 
and.if no-man can be a Member of a Church, but by ſuch an ex- 
lictte Independent Covenant, then he is a Member of no Church 
hoe that with which he is in Covenant, and conſequently is in 
Communion with no Charch, .but chat particular Ind 
«Congregation of which he is a Member by a particular Cove- 
nant. Andgif thoſe be Schiſmaticks and Schiſmatical Churches, 
which are not in Communion with cach-other, then all Inde- 
pendents muſt be Schiſmaticks, for they arein Communion with 
none but their own Independent Congregations. Let us now 
hearyour Queries. oh 
 Q. 1, Whether any Obſtacle to Catholick: Communion brought in - 
by men, may not be a means of depriving men of it, as well as Cove- 
nant or:Contratt ? © k 
_ Anſw. Yes itmay, but with this material difference : Other 
things hinder Communion as finful terms of Communion, this 
Independent Covenant jn its own nature ſhuts up, encloſes, and 
breaks Chriſtian Communion into as many Separate Churches 
and” Communtons , as there are ' Independent cgations. 
Sinful Terms-of Communion, are a juſt cauſe of Separation 3 an 
Independent Church-Govenant, is a State of Separation in its 
own nature. The Communion of the Church may be reftored 
by removing thoſe finfal Terms of Communion, but there can 
be no Gatholick Unity or Communion in the Church under In- 


dependency. © 641544 | 

Ds. If it may, which I ſuppoſe you will not deny, will you not 
then, upon this account, make the Church you live in, more guilty than 
the 


mits into the Catbolick, Church, but they require no new Covenant at 
Baptiſm, Ergo, they admit into the Church, without any clog or hin- 
drance of bumane Inventions. _ s | 
Anſw. Pray what compariſon is there between the Church of 
England and Independency ? Whatever fault the Church of 
England may be charged with, as to its Rites and Ceremonies, 
( which I will not now diſpute with you ) yet allthis is capable 
of a Remedy 3 ſhe may give occafion to Schifm, if ſhe impoſes 
any unlawful or finful Terms of Communion, but .yet the Frame 
and cffential ConRitution of the-Chaurch, is not Schiſmatical ; 
but Independency is Schiſm in the very notion of it, and an In- 
ent Conventicle is never capable of becoming a Member 
of the Catholick Church. | | 
But you ſay, I own that Baptiſm is the onely thing which admits 
into the Catholick Church, i. e. which makes us' Members of the 
Univerſal Church, and-all found parts of it, and that nothing 
elſe is neceſſary to make a Church-Member:: Very right!” I do 
own this; but what is my owning this, to the Independents ?- 
For they do not, and will not own it 3 they admit into their 
Churches not by ' Baptiſm, = » a Hamane and Voluntary Co- 
venant,and will owrr none for Church-Members'but fach. Bap- 
tiſm at moſt gives men onely a difpoſition tobe Church-Mem- 
bers, but does not make them Members of any Church. _., 
But they require no new Covenant at Baptiſm, ergo, they admit 
into the Church without any clog or bindrance of humane Invention, 
that is, they admit to Baptifm without any new Covenant :  be- 
cauſe Baptifm does not, as they believe, admit into the” Church, 
ergo, they admit into the Church without any clog of humane 
Invention. And yet, Sir, I perceive you'do not underſtand this. 
matter neither : for though what their PraQice is now, Fcannor 
tell, yet according to their Principles and former PraQice,though. 
they required no new Covenant of the Child: to be baptized, yet 
they would baptize no Children, but of fuch Parents: as were in 
Church-Covenant with them, which is the fame thing; and a 
much greater clog'to Baptiſm, than the Signe of the Crofs, 
which when I know your Exceptions: againtt, Þ will. confider: 
them. © E LITER + eg ec 
And now, Sir, nothing remains of your Firlt Letter, but ſome- 
few Queries relating to'the meaning” of my. Text. Your three 
tirlt Queries come onely to this; whether every particular Church 


. 
cv Oy | 


| | | "5 2? 
. - the Tidependents ?  Baptiſin, you own, is the onely thing which 
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-mmay not be called the Body. of Chriſt. I anſwer, no doubt but 
- it may, and yet Chriſt has but one Body, and all the ſound Chur- 


ches in the World are but one Body, and. muſt.be but one Com- 


\muhion. As you may ſee proved at large in. the., Defence of 


Dr. Still, and: the Vindication of that Defence; and thither I rc- 
fer you. But what -you,qnean by. Chriſts Metaphorical:Bady, 1 
confeſs, I cannot tell, and therefore cannot anſwer that Que- 

on. | 

Your Fourth Query, concerns the nature of Schiſm , which 
you would not have conlilt in dividing Communion., through 
difference of Opinions, but through. want of Charity, becauſe 
the Apoſile ſays, that the Members have: the ſame care one of a- 
nother. Now methinks in the natural Body, ſhould the Members 
divide from each other, though they ſhould pretend to. love one 


- . another dearly , - they would not be thought cohave ſuch care of 


one another, as the Members of the ſame Body ought to have. 
The application is caſic,and you may find this matter plainly -fta- 
ted in the Defence to which I have ſo often referred you. 

Thus Sir I have. honeſtly anſwered all your Queries,which you 
ſent me.in your firſt Letter , and which you challenge me, and 


conjure me as a Proteſtant Divine to anſwer Ceategorically in your 


Second 3 whether they were ſo very conſiderable as to deſerve 
either to be Printed or Anſwered , 1 leave the Reader tos conſi- 
der. 

Your Second Letter, though it be ſomewhat peeviſh, yet cre- 
ates me but little trouble. It has brought forth but one Query, 
and half of that is already Anſwered. 

Whether , if the nature of Catholick, Communion requires a rea- 
Jineſs to Communicate with any ſound Church , and yet a Church 
obliges us to Communicate with that alone , while diſtance does not 
binder the occaſional and frequent Communion with others , is not 
that Church guilty of Schiſm in ſuch an Injundion contrary to the 
uature of Catholick Communion ? ; 

Anſ.NoChurch can beſo ſuppoſed to forbid Communion with 


any Church, which is in Communion: with her : and as for 
- Schiſmatical Conventicles , which you axe pleaſed to call ſound 


Churches, it is the duty of the Church. to forbid all Commu- 
nion with them, ws ens ſoever they be. For Catholick Com- 
-munjqn obliges us only.to Communicate in the CatholickChurch, 
From whence Schilmaticks have withdrawn and ſeparated them- 
{clves 3, and whoever Communicates with Schiſmaticks, is in ſo 
doing a Schiſmatick, ED, Or 
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Or at leaſt , ( as you proceed ) is it not impoſſible, that be who 
Communicates ſometimes with one true Church, ſometimes with ano- 
ther, can be @ Schiſmatick,,' or any more than an Offinder againſt a 

Poſitive humane Law ? 

Anſ. It ſuch true Churches be Schiſmatical , he thae Com- 
municates with. a Schifmatical Church ,* is guilty of a Sthiſma- 
tical AQ 3 and how is it poſſible it (1 be otherwiſe ? Should' 
a man ſometimes joyn with his. Forces, and ſometimes: 
with his Encmics, and fight ſometimes on the:one- fide, and- 
ſometimes on the other, - were! he a Rebel or not 2+: To be ſure: 
he.is a Rebel when he tights againſt his Prince, though ſome-' _ 
' times he fight for him. Wemay,afid ought, as occaſion ſerves, 
to Communicate with any Church which isin Catholick Com- 
munion 3 but whers there are two. oppoſite and ſeparate Corn-+ 
munions, to Communicate with both, is tke taking part on both 
tides 3 and'it.one bein the right, and the other in rowvong,? 
WAA man cannot be in the right always. 

Well, but however, be s-aq Sebiſmatick,, but onely an Offender 
againſt a poſitive humane Law, Yes, certainly he is a' Schiſma- 
tick, and an Offender, not meerly againſt humane poſitive Laws, 
but againſt the Unity of the Church, and NENT LONG! 
of Catholick Communion. 

But. this mention of Law puts me in mind. of a paſſage or 
two at the begioning of your Preface. You ſay, Perbaps it's no 
abſurdity. to ſuppoſe, that men may as well continue Members of the- 
Nattonal Church, notwithſtanding their breaking many poſitive Laws, 
made for the outward management and ordering of it, though not 
fundamental and neceſſary to its being 1, as he who incurs the penalty 
of any Staticte- of the Realm about Civil affairs, punk be a 
Sound. Member of the State, if be keep y_ Treaſon nl cher Capital 
Crimes. 

Very right, Sir ! While men continue in the Communion of 
the Church, they are Church-Members, -though they may. be ir- 
regular, and guilty of ſome Adts of Diſobedience.z but methinks 
it is a little abſurd co lay, that thoſe continue Members of the 
Church, who ſeparate from it : Schiſm and Separation from the 
Church, is juſt what Treaſon + and Rebellion is in the State, 
and ſuch perſons, by your own confeſſion, ceaſe to be ſound 
Members. 

You adde, Nay poſſibly, that there ſhowld be ſeveral Religious Aſ-- 
ſemblies, living by different _— and Rules, and yet continuing 

Mem- 
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Members of the National Church, is zet wore inconfiftem, than, that 
wenn np have their p articular Cuſfloms and By- Laws, 
dfrring w-the '\Commen Law of the Land, without making a di- 
tin Government. 


| the Rules of Wor- 


on, may be granted, . when the prudence of Governours ſees it 
fit and expedient. But Mr. Humpbry's Projet, which | per- 
rv 0 1 'axe nibling at, of making a National Church by an 
AR of Parſiament, which ſhould declare Presbyterians, Indepen-- 
dents, 4. tobe Parts:of the National Church, is certainly the 
cunpinge& way of cuxing Schiſm that ever was thought on : 
but you may find that expedient for Union at large conſidered 
in the Vindication of the Defence of Dr. $14l. | 

: And thus,/ Sir, I procced. to your third Letter, ard here you 
run nothing but Dregs and ces 3 and Thope you will not think 
it any negle& of you, if I do not anfwer you Paragraph by Pa- 
ragraph, as I have done-your firſt Letter, there being litthe new 
in-this, bat-onely a Repetition of your old Querics : and though 
you know [Repetitions arc very convenient to lengthen a Sermon, 


. there is-no-need of ſach Arts to lengthen this Anſwer, which is 


Tetters 3+ 
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too long already. | BS 
- Your fieſt Charge upon me is, that I onely amuſe People with 
a Sf which Ferms : that Þ play with the words,Chrwrch. 


and Schiſme 3 which had been no fault, had I played the righe 
way With them, that is, had I ridiculed them, as you do, who- 
think words onely. fit to be played with, who have found 
out a Church without any Government, which Is, onely an Ir- 
treagree) between Clergie-men on all fides, who will not allow cavſe- 
lofi Separation from a ſound part of the Catholick, Church, to be 
Schiſm, but place Schiſm wholly in want of Charity, and make it 
nothing elſe but fome Diviſions and Contentions between the: 
Members of the fame Church, who fill live in Communion: 
with one another 3 2 true Independent Notion to juſtifie cauſe- 
leſs Separations,- Diviſions in the Church are certainly veryfm- 
fal, and a degree of Schiſm, as unnatural, as if the Members of 
the fame Body fhould fight with cachother, while they are Uni- 
ted-to the ſame Body 3 but to. divide from the ſame Body, is the 
perfeQion of Schifm, unleſs a Quarrel be a Rent and Schifin, but 
Separation be none.” | | 
You defire:me. to define what I mean by a Church, _ on 
ere 
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fidered as Catholick and Univerſ@), and when taken fin 4 
xeflrained ſence. But this, T think 1 have done already, * 
had'eyes to ſee it 3 und you rmay find it done triore yi 
Defence of Dr. St. But would not arly man, who 
wn this DONE WONT you wwe to _  wouler to to 

ear you ask me, ether a man bas a articular P- 18. 
Chureh as bes a Chriftian 3 CE HL ACA Sins of i 
is to prove, that every Chriſtian by being ſo, 12 Member of the 
Catholick Church, and has a right t6 Communicate with all 
* found'parts of the 'Catholick Church, and ora A ai 

cate with that part of it in whidi helives? © 

In the next place, you attertipt to prove, that oe 
and Operations of the Holy Spirit, are not confined i 19. 
- ble, but Inviſible Church: but green} ont proof i 
which is nothing to the parpoſe, you the Vi- 
fible and Inviſible Church on Earth, are and, eV ; 
not that every Member of the Viſible Church is a Member alfo | 
of the Inviſible, that is, every profeſt Chriſtian is not a true Be- 
lieverz bat whoever is not a Member of the Viſible Ghurch, and 
does not live in Communion with it, when it maybe had, isnor, 
that we know of, a Member of the Inviſible Chanch. 

We have no way to prove, that ahy man is a Mcrtber of che 
Inviſible, who is not a Member of the Vifible Charch ; and 
what we donot, and cannot know, does not concern us; ſecret 
things belong to God, and with him ie becomes us tokave thety. 

But this alſo you may nd more largely dilcourſt for the Vindica- 
tion of the Defence: | | 

You urge the caſe of Pope Vitor, who; as you fay, in a Caun- p. 21+ 
9 or fall Repreſentative of that Church, excontmupicared the poor 
 Aftans ipon! the Paſchal Controverſic. And that each Church 
8945 far enough from owning each others Members for their own---- 
What ſhould the poor Lay-Chriftians do in this 'divided Srave'? could 
#bey not coor ror tig both, or either, without danger of Sebiſm 


Anſw. Fei is an caſte matter to put hard Caſes, almoſt about a- 
ny thing; and if a particular hard Caſe, w__ either may poſ- 
ſibly happen, GANT happened, is ſufficient' to over- 
chro Hancln and general Rufke, and'to ovingin Kel 
- and convincing dere or yes m__ 


- be firm and"Rable: hd te a- 
go the tne Wont: and a Ig the recelficy 


ry, or the.Prerogative 


A Latter to Anonymus. 
of Baptiſm, and the Lords Supper, againſt the Apoftolical Power 


and Miniſtry, :and all Church-Government, againſt the neceſſity 


of believing many fundamental Articles of our Faith, becauſe ma- 
ny, otherwiſe yery good men «rom fre Lowey and Prejudice of 
cation, or weakneſs of underftanding, may be guil- 
CE Hoke 7 ar ear 
But muſt there be no-ftanding Laws or Roles, becauſe there 
may happen ſome hard and difficult Caſes,? .Does not humane 
Power make Proviſion agniol {uch Caſes by Courts of Chance- 
the, Prerogative of the Prince, and yet maintain-the Au- 
thority and Sacrednefs of Laws ?'.. And will we. not allow. God 
himſelf a Power of Diſpenſing with Laws in hard Caſes, -with- 


. out deſtroying the Authority of his Laws? Is not Church-Com- 


ion a neceſſary Duty, becauſe it may ſo happen, -that ſome- 
| I cannot Communicate with any Church ? -Is'not Schiſm a 
very grievous and damning fin, becauſe it may happen; that men 
may. be unavoidably, innocently, and without a Schiſmatical 
mind, engaged in a Schiſm. 7 | 

{ have evidently proved the neceſſity of Church-Unity and 
C jon, and the evil and danger of Schiſm; and if you can 
anſwer the Scripture-Evidence produced: in this Gauſe, -I will 


£ 4 


carefully conlider.it 3, but it is no confutation of a plain Law, to 
-urge hard Caſcs againſt it, which will overthrow all Laws'that 
ever were made. . If you imaging} or can produce any real Caſe, 


wherein it is. almoſt impoſhble for the Perſons concerned to 


| know, that they axe guilty of Schiſm, or to diſcover on: which 


fide the Schiſm lies, or to avoid it without renouncing all Com- 


- -  mubion with the. Church, which courſe ſoever they take, I leave 
' all ſuch Caſes. to God, whorknows when it is fit to diſpence 


with his own Laws; and will take care of my own Duty accor- 


_ding to Scripture-Rules, and. not hope to juſtifie the ordinary 
+ breach of known Laws, by ſome extraordinary Caſes... 


Exſib. b.g. 
EaP. 23» 


:And yet.the Caſe which you propoſe, .is not ſo. unanſwerable 
a difficulty, as you imagine. Several Councils in Paleſtine, in 
Rome, in Pontus, and other places, determine the Celebration of 
Egfter on the day of the Reſurrection, not on 'the Fourteenth 
Day of the Month, which was the Jewiſh Paſſover, ( which-di- 
ſpute you call s, Miſtaks in Aritbmetick,, but for what reaſon. I 
know not ).. the Biſhops of 4fi at the ſame time decree the ob- 


ſervation of Eafter on, the Fourteenth Day, whatever Day of the 


Week it fell on, according to. the ancient Obſervation of the - 
; an 
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fian Churches. . Pope Vidor upon this, writes to ſeveral Bilhops 
very bitterly againſt them, and was very deſirous te have them 
Excommunicated, and did as much as in him lay, denounce the cap. 24. 
Sentence againſt them, 4 
But this was ill reſented by other Biſhops in Communion with 
him 3 and particularly Irenexs wrote a Letter to him about it, 
and earneſily diſſwades him from it, & did prevent it from taking 
effeR,if we will believe Exſebius. So far is it from being true,as 
you aſſert, that Pope Vifor in a Council Excommunicated the 
poor Afiant, what he did, was onely his own At, which was 
difpleaſing to other Biſhops,. and which he was forc'd to undo. 
So that here was a great deal of Heat and Warmth, and tenden- 
cy towards a Schiſm, but no Schiſm followed upon it, among the 
Catholick Churches. _ warts | 
But ſuppoſe Pope Vifor had Excommunicated the 4fian Chur- 
ches, and this Excommunication had taken effe&t, this could 
not make the Afian Churches Schiſmaticks : for there is a great 
deal of difference between being caſt out of the Communign of 
' a Church, and forſaking the Communion of a Church. The 
firſt is-matter of cenſure, the ſecond is our own choice , the firſt 
is an Eccleſiaſtical Puniſhment, the ſecond, when it is cauſeleſs, 
is Schiſm. | 
So that had the Church of Rowe Excommunicated the Afian 
Churches, unleſs the 4ſfian Churches upon this, had made a ſepa- 
ration from the Church of Rome, this Excommunication could 
- Not. make them Schiſmaticks 3 and therefore any one might 
fafely Communicate with them, without partaking in a Schiſm. 
Nor:was-it a juſt reaſon for the Aſian Churches to. have re- 
nounced the Communion of the Church of Rome, though they 
had been Excommunicated by Yi&or : for this had been todo as 
ill a thing as Vi&or had done, for no other reaſon, but becauſe 
Pope Viftor had ſet them an Example. And therefore we find 
St. Cyprian of another temper, when he and the African Biſhops 
were threatned in the ſame manner by Pope Stephen, upon occa- 
fion of | that warm Diſpute about rebaptizing Hereticks.. Ar . 
that very time, in his Epiftle to Fubaianus, he declares his reſo- 
lution, not to break Communion with any Church or Biſhops - 
-upon' that account, and therefore ngt with Pope Soon PURieh, 
notwithſtanding his raſh and furious Cenſures, ; An | concludes, 
that Patience and forbearance was the belt Remedy in (uch<aſcs, 
and therefore upon this occaſion, he ſays, he wrote his Book de - 
bono Patientis. Well, 
$4 
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' Wall; but if the Afiatick Churches were not Schiſmaticks, yet 
Pope Fitter had been a Schiſmatick, had he Excommunicated the 
Churches of Afi, or withdrawn Communion from them. _ 
this had made the caſe of the Roman Chriftians very hard : 


they muſt either have faſpended Gommunion with both theſe 


divided Churches, and lived without the comfort and advanta- 


| Chriftian Communion 3 or they muſt-have rejected the 
tao of their own Biſhop and Churches, or have rejeed 
.the Communion of the Churches of A4fts, or have maintained 
Communion with them both, that is, with two Separate Chur- 
ches, which according to my Principles, is to Communicate:in 
a Schiſm. If they Communicate with their own Schiſmatical 
Biſhop, this is to Communicate in a Schifm, by Com 

uo a Schiſmatick 3 if they renounce his Communion, when he 


, impoſes no new unlawful Terms of Communion upoop them, 


this is to ſeparate from a ſound and Orthodox Church, for the 
fake of a Schiſmatica! Biſhop. If they Communicate with the 
Churches of ſia, this is nenk Communtoswhth their own 
Biſhop, who has Excommunicated them 3 i they ſeparate from 
the Churches of Afiz for no other reaſon, but becauſe they are 
unjuſtly Excommunicated, this is to ſeparate for an unjuſt cauſe, 
which is a Schiſm; if they Communicate with both, they '/Com- 
municate with two "Churches, and therefore muſt be 
Schifmaticks on one or other. If you can find any more 
difficulties in this matter, you may. And yet afcer all this, 140 
bdlieve the Chriſtians of Rome might have Communicated both 
with the Roman and Afian Churches, without Schiſm ; and this 
I -_ theſe Principles, which Iſhall briefly cxplain, and 
.con 

I. That the: -perſonal miſcarriage of the in the exer- 
ciſe of Ecc Cenſures, G_—_ ng Church 

in the-guilt of Schiſm, though it may make him a Schiſmatick: 
and certalnly ſince Biſbops are but men, and ſubjeQ-to the like 
and infirmities that other men are, it would be a very 
—_ if his perfonat Schiſm thould be imputed to the whoke 
Though the Biſhop have the chief Authority in the Church, 
yet it is hard to fay, that every abuſe of his Authority is the Adt 
The whole Church 3; and therefore the Church may not -be 

Schiſmatical, when the Biſhop is : and it is poſſible to Commu- 
-aicate with a Church whoſe Biſhop is a Schiſmatick, withone 
"Commu. 


= 
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Communicating in the Schiſm. Aud therefore, though Vigo 
had. (chiſmatically Excommupicated t | 


| he Afian the 
Chriſtians of Rome at that time might have Communicated with 
the Church of Rome, without partaking in YVider's Schiſm, 

For, though a particular Church-Society conſiſts in that Rela- 
tion which is between the Biſhop and bis Cler y and People, yer 
it is poſſible that the Biſhop in the exerciſe of his Authority may 
violate the Fundamental Laws of Communion, on which the 
* Chriſtians of fuch a Church unite into one Body and Society : 
and when he does fo, it being an abuſe of his Epiſcopal Authori- 
ty, it is his perſonal fault,which cannot affe the whole Church. 

The caſc is very plain, where there is an Eſtabliſhed Conſtitu- 
ho WR ( as it = me ence Hs 3 which 

iges the Bithops as well as People. For ſho Engliſh 
Biſhop require any thing; of his Clergy or Pcople, which is con». 
trary-to the Eftablilk*d Laws and: Canons of the Church, os 
ſhould exercife any Authority in Genſuxes and Excommunica- 
tions, which is not allowed him by thoſe Ganons, this can in no 
fence be called the Act of the Church, nor is any ope bound to 
obey him in it 3 and though ſuch a Biſhop ſhould do any {chif- 
matical A&, the Church is not ſchiſmacical, becauſe he did not 
purſue the Laws of the Church in what he did, but gratified his 
own Humour and Paflion. If the Church indeed unites _ , 
ſchiſmatica} Principles, as the Novatians and Donatifts did, what- 
eves the Biſhops do in purſuance of ſuch Principles; is the Act of 
the Church, and if the Biſhops be Schiſmaticks, the Church.is ſo 
too 3 but when there is nothing (chiſimatical in the Conſtitution 
of.the Church, the perfonal Schiſm of Biſhops cannot make theis 
Churches (chiſmatical. 

And though the Primitive Churches, before the Empire turned 
Chriſtiay, had not ſuch a Firm and Legal Conſtitution, as the 
Church of England now has, yet a Conſticution they had, which 
conſiſted either of Apoltolical Rules handed. down by Tradition, 
and confirmed: by long cuftom and uſage, or the Canons of par- 
ticular Councils, which in ordinazy cales made ſiandingLaws of 
Diſcipline and Government, and in extraordinary cafes: provided 
fornew Emergent difficulties 3 and antecedently to all. theſe | af 
ſiive Conſtitutions, they- were all under the obligation of that 
great Law of Catholick Communion. So. that the. Government. 
of the Church, fince the Apoſtles days was never [o-intirely in 
the Biſhops breaſt, that what he did; ſhould be thought che Adt 


C1 


30 


A Letter to Anonymus. 
of the Church,any farther than as he complied with thoſe Laws, - 
by which the Church was to be governed.: and « there 
was reaſon in thoſe days to d between the Aﬀ@of the 


Biſhop and the At of the Church. 
As to ſhew you this particularly in the caſe before us. The 


Church of Rome from the time of the Apcliles had obſerved Ea- 


fter on the day of the Reſurrection, which is the-firſt day of the 
week, or the Lords day , the Afian Churches on the 14th day of 
the Month 3 ad therefore the Biſhop of Rome, according tothe * 
Laws of that Church, might require all the Members of | his 
Church, to obſerve Eafter according to the uſage of - the Church 
of Rome, and might regularly inflict Church-Cenſures upon the 
obltinate'and refraQory ; and this would be accounted the Ac 
of the Church , becauſe it wasin purſuance of the Laws and 
. Conftitutions of .it. But there was no Canon, nor Cultom in' 
the Church of Rome, to deny Communion to Foreign Churches, 
who obſerved their own Cuſtoms in this matrer, and would nor . 
conform to the cuſtom of the Church of Rome. Nay, there 'was 
the PraQtiſe and Example-of former times againſt it z for 4ni- 
cetus Bilhop of Rome received Polyearp, an Aſian Bilhop to Com- 
munion, thqugh they could not agree about this matter. And 


_ therefore when Vidtor Schiſtnatically Excommunicatcd the Aſian 


- 


Churches for this different obſervation. of Exafter, it was his Per- 


{ſonal Ac, not the Act of the Church of Rome , which had no 
fuch Law, and owned no-fuch Cuſtom : and therefore thoygh 
this might make Pope Vi&or a Schiſmatick , it-could nut make 
the Church of Rowe Schiſmatical 3 . the guilt went no farther 
thanVidors Perſon, winleſs other Perſons voluntarily-made thetn- 
{elves guilty, by abetting and cſpouling the Quariel. | 

So that had Vifor perſiſted in his Excommunication of the 
Aﬀfiatick, Churches, none had been gnilty of Schiſm but himſelf, 
and ſuch as approved and conſented toit, but the Body of the 
Clergy and People , who had not conſented unto it , had been 
innocent, and therefore any Catholick peaccable Chrittian , who 
lived in Rome in thoſe days , might have Communicated with 
the Church of Kome without Schiſm. | 

The like may be ſaid of the Quarrels and Controverſies of 
particular Biſhops, which have ſometimes ended:in formal Schiſms, 
and denouncing Excommunication againſt cach other 3 which 
.cannot make their Churches Schiſmatical, any further than they 
take part with their reſpective Biſhops. For this is rather _ 

onal 


w, 


A Letter to Anonyrhus. . Fe 
ſonal Schiſim and Separation, than a Church Schiſm 3 neither of 
them Separate from the Communion of the Church , under the 
notion o* ſuch a Church ,, though they Separate from each O- 
thers Communion upon ſore perſonal 

This was the caſe of St. Chryſoftome and Epiphanius , and os 
other Biſhops in thoſe days, which were Catholick Biſhops, 'and 
maintained Communion with the . Catholick Church; but yet 

«Scparated from cach other,which i is a very great fault, as all Con- 
tentions and Diviſions in the Church are., but has not the Evil 
and Defiructive nature of a Church Schiſm. 

- But you will (ay, can we Communicate with a Church with- 
out Communicating with its Biſhop ? - or.can we Comminicate 
with a Schiſmatical Biſhop, without Communicating in his 
Schiſm ? 

| I anſwer, yes, we may Communicate with a Schiſmatical Bj- 
ſhop, without Communicating in his Schiſm, When Schiſm' is 
his perſonal fault, our Communion with him makes us no 'more 3 
guilty of it , than of any other perſonal fault, our Biſhop mM jj 
guilty of. While we take care to Communicate with him inno | : 
Schiſmatical A&t , no Man is bound to forſake the Cormunion 
of the Church for the perſonal faults of his Biſhop. | 
So that - the Roman Chriſtians might Communicate with ts | 
COmen of Rome without Schiſm, notwithſtanding Pope Viors , 
Tens Excommunication of the A4fian Churches. And 
only difficulty that remains __ — the Chriſtians 
of Rome: might-have Communicated Afiatick, Churches, 
of Lame might Vitor had Excommunicated:them ; for if they: <a 
could-not, then chey mult inevitably partake in Vitlors Schiſm, if 
his ſentence obliged them to deny Communion to the Afiax 
- Churches. And in anſwer to this we may confider. 
2. That thoſe who Condemned the Excommunication-of the 
Afien Churches, did in ſo doing own their:Communion, which 
is one way, and the-principal way of maintaining-Communijon, 
between Churches at a diftance, who-cannot actually Gommu- 
nicate with cach other. 

3+ That Vidor being the Biſhop of Rome,who had che Gn 
Authority of receiving in, or ſhutting out of the Communion: 
of that Church , if any Perſons of the 4fiex Communion had : 
come to Rome, private Chriſtians could not-rective them-into: * © * 2 
the Communion of the Church without! the Biſhops Aathozity, oo * 
and therefore -could not py Communicate with —— 
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ANINS n t Religion, though they owned thei Com- 
ib \ bat this 1s no re ther ule Sau na No caerF 


zurches was; th Sommunicate with their * 


Eton Church, ory be very chat'the Aſians ' that are 


among hem, might þe received: in! ' Communion, but they have 
no Authority: to do it, and therefore the fault is not theirs 3 for 
this is not to renounce the Communion: of the Aſian Chriftiags, 
but is onely a forc'd ſuſpenſion of Communion. * 

4. If the Chrifiians'of Rowe {hould travel into Afia, 1 doubt 
not, but that they might very: lawfully Communicate with the 
Afian Churches, —— y were Excommunicated' by 
the Biſhop of Rowe. For © op of Rowe had no juſt cauſe 
to Excommunicate the Biſhops and. Churches of Afia, and there- 
fore the Sentence is void of it {elf ; and the Roman Chriſtians 
when- they are in Aſia;, are not under the Authority and Juriſ- 
diction'of the Bithop: of Rome, and therefore muſt not forbear nor 
Galpend Communion with"the Afian Churches, upleſs they will 
jaſtifie' this (chiſimatical Excommunication. © The Juriſdiftion 
of a particular Biſhop, is confined within the bounds of his own 
Church, -and every Chriſtian is fubjx& to the Authority of the 
Church where he ls 3 anditherefore,though-the- Komen Chriſtians 
a Koie.cannat receive the excommunicated Aſians to theixCom- 
munion, without-che Authority of their Biſhop, Jk when - they 
are in Afta; where the Biſhop of Rowe has no Authority over 
them, they may and-ought/to-joyn themſelves to the Cominani- 
on of. the Aſian, Churches, during their abode among them, f 
the Afians would! receive them without Commendatory Letters 
omar: Biſhop, wp aged not have in ſuch" A caſe as 
this. 


Thus, Six, Lhave conſidered the Cafe you put about Pope 
Kifior's 'Excommunicatidg; the Afian Churches, which is not a 
real, but a feigned:Gale; * tor there was no actual Schiſm upon it, 
as.I perceive ſome bodyihad ito you: there was. And yet ſup- 

i hallibeen fo;:44ave ſhewni you how the Roman and” 4- 
fian Churches might have maintained Communion with each 
other, and that-the Cafe of private Chriltians was not {o deſpe- 
rate as you reprefent it,” © 

Your: following Exceptions eoncerning National Comrninion, 
and: Nationa}Churches, kind” the poſſibility thatithere ſhould” be 
ſeveral 'ſonnd; and Othodox parts of the 'Church at the fame 
place; have been ſlufficiently ebn{Mred already : and you twit me 
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ſo often with my Repetitions, that th F find ye yery 
Cs Rao I dls you bmw, kt po Jlair nce, 
yet E-will for ny Readers fake and-rtiy-own; corre@ that fanle, 

Your attempt to-prove Opel onal Charches from 1 Cor. P- 24- 
14. 23. has been (0 ofttn anſwered by the ongoing 
as Epifcopat Divines, that.to fave my (elf the labour of tranſcri- 
bing, } ſhal} refer you to thern, and particularly to the Defence of 
Dy. Stilh Vnr. of Separ.. p. 392: &c; where you tliay find this 
matter. largely debated , in anſwer to Dr. Owen's Original of 
Churches. ; Io | Ek nag 

You fay, I# is evident that one of theft" ('Sepatite Chiurthes)) P: 25 
muſt needs be cud off front Chris Boty: 1 readily grant it 3; for 
Chriſt has but one Body, which is one Communion : and there- 
fore two-Charckes which arc r1oe ir? Commimion: witlr each 6- 
ther, cannot' both belong tothe ſame! Body, of the one Catholick 
Church; but the Church which is the Schiſmatick;, _—_— 
to the Language of the'Primitive' times; is out of the Carhotick 
Church, extra Fcoteflam forts, 25 is difcourg#d'at large in'the Vin- 
divation of the Defence. | 5 

In the nextplace, you'endexvour/tomake nie contadia m 
ſelf, #n talking of oceaſtonat Contrtenion' dnd ottaflortal* With 
and different Relations, wheti' AMewhiere Faffert,, Fhat the Con 
wion of the Chuych does not mitky us Members of any particular Church. 
But pray, Six, where dv Þ affere this ? Tam fare F affert the quite 
contrary, that Church-Communion confifts in math api: 


ſhip. Iſay' indeed, That Chicrch-Communion primarily and prin- Reſolut! 
cipally-refers” 10 the Univerſal Chivch, not to any particular Church of Caſes, 
on Society of Chriſtians, Thit' a' Mentber is! Member of the whole ®* 15 
Body, not meerly off any part of it. That Baptiſm, whith u the $4- 

cramenti of our ' Admiſſion into the Covenant of God, and the Commu- 

nion of the Church, does not make uws' Members of any particular 

Ghmreh, as ſuob,- but of the Vkzverfal Chnunch. © And I do as phin- 

ly: affery Thas every trn#Catbvlick Chriftian's x Member of the V- 

niverſal Church, and as ſueh; #'s Member of every particular Church 

which it 's ſornd. part of the» Unrverſat Charch. That no man can 
properly- be ſaid} ro*Communicate with -any'Church, whatever 
Adolfo Communion te'rmay perfort in it, who does not Corn-- 
municateowith it'as a- Member z and” that therefore tb" ralk of 
Ocaafit 4" Cdmirnition, itt theſenee of our Diffenters! is 2s abliitd = 
avto/tulkiofOwwuſnnaer Moanberſpip « Theſcare the'very Prin- 

ciples- oh« wich [ diſpute* _— thoſe abſurd DiftinHtons of p. ap. 
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Conſtant.and Occafional-Communion, which I confeſs to be ab- 
ſurd, and a contradiGion to all the Principles of Catholick Communion, 
and therefoxe-you are concerned.to anſwer this abſurdity, not 1. 
I have charged this abſurdity ,upon'our Occalional Communi- 
cants, and let any. man take it off that can. 

But are you not, | Sir; admirably qualified to anſwer Books, 
without fo much as underltanding the general ſcope and deſigne 
of the Book you anſwer, without knowing what makes for you or 
againſt you? ee thc rt | 

As for your next Queſtion, How does it appear, that it is ne- 
ceſſary to Communion with the Catbolick Church, that we muſt per- 
form the conſtant Afts of Communion in that part of the Catholick, 
Church where we conſtantly live? You ought, inſtead of asking 
this Queſtion, to have ſhewn, that what proofs I have alleadged 
for. this, are not concluſive, or do not.ſufficiently prove the thing 3 
but. your Queſtion infinuates, that I have ſaid nothing at all a- 
bout it, or at leaſt, that you do.not know that I have, though it 
be the principaldefigne of that diſcourſe ; and then I am a very 
careleſs Writer, or you a very careleſs Reader, But the Anſwer 
to it, in ſhort, is this: That. every Chriſtian is bound to live in 
Communion with the Catholick Church ; no man lives in Com- 
munion with the Church, . who does not perform the external 
viſible Acts of Communion, when he may do it without fin. 
The whole Catholick Church being but one Communion, who- 
ever Communicates with any ſound part of it, Communicates 


. with the whole z no man can ordinarily Communicate in. a 


Church in which he does not ordinarily live, and therefore it he 
be bound at all to the external and viſible Aﬀts of Communion, 
he muſt perform them in.the Church wherein he lives 3 and in ſo- 
doing, if it be a true Catholick Church, he lives in Communion 
with the whole Catholick Church. | 
Bur you attempt to prove, That you are not boxend to: Communi- 
cate ſo much as ſometimes 'with a ſound part of the Catbolick Church, 
becauſe you live where there.is ſuch an. one. 

And this you prove from Mr. Chillingworth's Authoxity, who 
ſays, that if you (ſpeaking to the Papiſis) require the belief of any 
Error among the conditions of your. Communion, our Obligation to 
Communion with you ceaſeth,. Now is not this an edmirable proof, 
that we are not bound. to Communicate with a ſound part: of 
the Church where we live, becauſe we are not bound;to Gom- 
municate with an exroncous Ghurch , which impoſes the _ 

O 
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of her Errors as Terms of Communion ? Is not this a wonder- 
fal ſound Church ? And are not you a very ſabtil Arguer ? 

You produce another paſſage of Mr. Chillingworth, by which [ 
cannot tell what you intend to prove, unleſs it be that there is 
no need there ſhould be any External or Viſible Church-Society, 
ſo men do but profeſs the Faith of Chriſt ;-which ſeems to be 
the ſence of your foregoing Paragraph. But the words are thelc : 
T believe owr- Saviour, ever ſince bis Aſcenſion, bath h44, in ſome place 
or other, a Viſible true Church on Earth, I mean, a company of men - 
that profeſt at leaſt ſo much as was neceſſary to Salvation and I be- 
lieve there will be ſomewhere or other ſuch-a Church to the Worlds end. 
This is his Anſwer to that Popiſh Queſtion about the perperri- 
ty of the Viſible Church ; whexeby it appears, that. this company of 
men he ſpeaks of, are not (ſingle and ſcattered Individuals, which 
are no Viſible Church, but he -means a Formed--and Viſible 
Church-Society : and his Anſwer is true, though there were ne- 

| vera ſound Church in the World. For a corrupt Church, which. 
retains all the Effentials of Faith and Worſhip, is a true Viſible. 
Church 3 and this is the meaning of Mr. Chillingworth's Anſwer : 
But how this proves, .that there is no need there ſhould be any 
Viſible Church at all, or that Chriſtians are not bound to actual 
Communion with the ſound and Orthodox Church wherein they. 
live, is paſt my underſtanding, | | 

At the ſame rate you defend.your («lf againſt me in your Pre-- 
face, bythe Authority of thoſe two excellent Perſons, the Dean 
of Canterbury, and the Dean of St. Paxls. Dr. Stallingfleet-had. 
aſſerted, That all things neceſſary to Salvation, are plain in Scriptare, - 
to. all that ſincerely endeavour to underſtand them z hence S, C. in-— 
fers, That the Governours of our Church have no Authority to teach ues yy M 
Truth, or to condemn Errors, and all the People are become Prophets, T,, atif = 
and all their Atticles, Conſtitutions, and Ordinances, bave been com- p.272,ec. 
poſed and enjoyned by an- uſurped Antbority, and it he-had added, 
as he might have done with the ſame reaſon, and. all Church- 
Communion is needleſs, it had been exactly what you aim at in 
this Citation. The DoGtor vindicates his DoGtrine. from ſuch a 
wild Fanatical inference. 1. By ſhewing the intention of thoſe 
Principles, which was plainly to lay down the Foundations of a Chri- 
ftien Faith, living in the Communion of our Church... And if this 
was his deſigne, as he ſays it was, certaivly he could. neither be- 
fore nor after, ſay any thing which ſhauld overthrow the neccſſi- 


ty of Church-Communion 3 and then he can. ſay nothing againſt 
me, 
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me; nor for you. 2. He diftinguiſhes between the neceſſuries t8 
Salvation, and to the Geqvernment of the C : - that is, what is 
neceſſary for every Chrifttan, conſidered in a private Capacity 
to know and believe, to make him capable of 'Salvation'3 and 
what care the Church muſt take to inſtruct the- ignorant, to ſatisfie 
the doubting, to direft the untkilfal, and to help »he weaks and not 
barely to provide for neceſſity, but ſafety 3 and not barely tbe ſafety of 
particular perſims, bat of it. ſelf, which cannot be done withours prec+ 
dent Orders, ſoring the bounds of Mens Bmployments, 6c. i. e. 
though, it is poſſible for a private Chriftian, who lives-alpae,” and! 
has the uſe of the Bible in a Language which he undesfiands, 
by diligent and honeſt inquiries, to tind- out fo much: truth as: is 
abſolutely.neceſſary to Sakvgtton z yet this: does not overthrow 
the neceIty of a ſerted Minifiry, and a regular Authority! in, the 
Church : Alt this F tixmly affent-to, and yee do as fitmly believe. 
the neceſſity of Church-Communjon, when it-may/be had upon 
lawful Terms, and ſo,does this Reverend: Perfors alfd.; and thene+ 
fore L cannot look: upon your aleadging his: Authority againſt 
me, to have apy other defigne than to affront the Doan for: his 
excellent Pains m vindicating the Communion- of our Church, 


"and, owing People the Evit and Danger of- Separation. Hehas 


ſufficiently dectared' what his Judgment is-about:Separation;.and 
therefore I need not concern my ſclBany farthey to-prove that-he: 
is not my Adverſary in this Cauſe. | 

Ar the ſame rate you deal with that Great: Man (as: you, des 
ſervedly call him ) Dr. Tillotſon, who ſays, Fhad: much rather: 
perſwade any one to be a good 'man, than +0 be of "any Party and: de- 


nomination of Chriſtians whatſoever + for I dowbt. not-but the: belief 
> of the Antient Creed, provided we entertain-nothing thatis deſtructive 


of it, together with a goog'life, will certainly ' ſave a man 3. and. 
without this, no man can have reaſonable hopes: of Salvation, no not. 
in an Infallible Church, if there were any ſuch to be found-in: the 
World. How does this oppoſe me, who- afſert«the neceſſity of 
Church-Communion ? Is the Catholick Churely' then, and:-the 
Communion of Saints, no part of-our Creed? | Amd is not Schiſm 
deſiruQtive to theſe great Articles: of our-Faith ?! ov is:Schiſna, 
which is the breach ' of 'Chriſtian'Charityi properly ſo.called; 
( which is the Love and Charity which- the Members: ofvthe 
{ame Body ought to have for each other, andiconfiſts in Unity 
and Communion ) conſiſtent! with a good* Life, if by thatwe 
underſtand” an univerſal-goodnefs, of which Charity-is-the moſt 
vital and effential part ? But 


RN OOF x TW WL | F 
i 3 Ms he 2 Ft des FE 4.6. the x 
oft! « FX KEE : OO WATT 2" INE 
KL, 6 SN 125" 130 i A I 3 EE at <4 
OS. 9 Oo oe © ng ot OO NT DNS | 
EI 9, LT - "$5 EFT PIRIE 4 
. - V4 I = , LE - 5p ARE So TEES 
bo wr ER 


A Letter to Anonytnus. 37” 
i But do you indeed think, Sir, that the Dean believes a man 
| may be ved. without Communion with apy Church, wher it 
I may be had withoue fin. ? when in che very next Paragraph he 
{o - exhorts them to. Communion with the Church of 
England? 1I can eaſily foxgive your uſage of me, fince I tin you 
cannot read the beſi Books without perverting them, and that 
you never ſpare any Mans Reputation to ſerve your Deſignes: 
for your Reproaches and your Commendations are but different 
ways of abuſe, though I confeſs, I ſhould rather chuſe tobe xe- 
progched by you. | Oe 

Your lat Conſideration is, Whether it be a good way to con- 
vert Schiſmaticks, to prove, that Schiſm is as Damning a fin, as Litter 3. 
Murder or Adultery. Truly, Six, St. Cyprian and St. Auſtin, and-P- 29- 
all the ancient. Fathers of the Church, thought this a very good 
way, for they ivſifted very much upan this Argument 3 and if 
men will not foxlake their Schiſm, hoogh the falvaticn of their 
Souls be endangered by it, 1 am apt to think, that no atherAr- 
guments will perfwade- them. And. if this be true ( as I verily 
believe it is, and ſhall believe ſo, till Iſce the third Chapter of 
the Vindication. of the Defence of Dr. Stall. fairly anſwered ) F 
think-it the greateſt Charity in the World, to warn men of it; 
and if it ſhould prove; by their perverſcneſs.no Charity to them, 
it. is Charity to my own. Soul, and delivers me from the guilt of 
their Bloud, whether ſuch Dorine preach men into, or out of 
the: Church. | 

And. now: for your parting Blow. Certainly if our Church re- 
quired Conformity to its Rites and Cerementes, as neceſſary to Salva-- 
tion, it: could; not: hlame. men for dividing from it. Tes certainty, 
upon ſuch a ſuppoſition, the Church:could and would blame men 
for their Separaticn, though it may. be they might not deſerve to 
be blamed : for no doubt, the more neceſſary the Church judges 


her Conſtitutions;; the} more. ſhe will blame Diflenters. 
But be, who:tells ug,,0r. be ſays nothing, thay the divine Spirit' con- 
fines this Tafluences and Operatians to the Unity of the Church in ſuch 
Gonformity, nat onely makgs ſuch Conformity neceſſary to Salvation, 
but imputes to the Church the Danmation of many Thouſands of 
Soul}, mbo might exped to be ſaved upon other Terms, That the: 
DivineSpirit-contines;þis Influences 4 ordinarily ) to the Unity, 
_ of thee Church I dg afſert 3 but-that. this is i, Conformity 10 the 
Church of. England, Ii do. not aſſert. For Conformity to the 


Church of England; is-not Eſſential to the Unity of the Catho- 
lick 
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| lick Church = for every Church has Authority to- preſcribe its 
own Rites and Ceremonies of Worſhip, in Conformity to the ge- 
neral Rules of the Goſpel. And therefore, though the: Unicy of 

the Church is neceſſary to intitle men to the ordinary influences 
of Gods Grace, and conſequently is neceſſary to ſalvation, yet 
Conformity to the Church of England is not neceſſary to the U- 
nity of the Church, becauſe Chriſtians who live under the:Go- 
vernment and JuriſdiQion of other Churches, may and do pre- 

- ſerve the Unity of the Church without Conformity to-the Church 
of England. Obedience indeed, and Subjection to Church-Au- 
thority in all lawful things, is neceſſary to the Unity of the 

-Church, and neceſſary to falvation, and conſcquently it is a ne- 
ceſſary Duty to conform to-all the lawful and innocent Cuſtoms 
of the Church wherein welivez but this does not make the par- 
ticular Laws of Gonformity, which are different in different 
Churches, to be necefary to ſalvation, unleſs you will ſay the 
Church hasno Authority but onely in things abſolutely neceſſa- 
ry to ſalvation ; which deſtroys all the external Order and' Dif- 
cipline of the Church, and charges all the Churches in the World 
with deſtroying mens Souls, if any perſons be ſo 'humerſome and 
peeviſh as to break Communion with them for ſuch Reaſons. 
But ſuch kind of Cavils as theſe, you may find anſwered atlarge 
in the Vindication of the Defence 3 and hither I refer you, if 
you deſire to ſee any more of it. 

'- Thus, Sir, I have with great patience anſwered your Queſti- 
ons, *not that they needed or deſerved any Anſwer, but that you 
might not think your ſelf too much deſpiſed, nor other weak: 
People think your Queſtions unanſwered. And now I have. 
given you an Anſwer, [ ſhall take the Conhidence to give you a 
little Ghofily Counſel too, which you need a great deal more 
than an Anſwer. 

4 have not troubled my head to inquire ſcrupulouſly .who you. 
are,.nor do I uſe to tratt Common Fame in ſuch matters :'but 
though 1.know not you, yet I perceive you know me 3. and if; as 

""Y you lay, yore. have often heard me with great ſatisfaction, and as you 
hope not without edafying thereby , I think 4it would have become 
you to have treated me with a little more Civility than you 
have done, if it be in your Nature to be'Civil to a Clergy-man. 
Aad 1 wilh more for your own ſake, than for mine, you had done 

' ſo: for | thank God | have'learnt not onely by the Precepts-and 
Examplc of my great maſter, but by frequent Tryals, xo go 

through 
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through good Report and evil Report, ano bear the moſt in- | 
vidious = ſpightful 'Refle&ions with an equal mind. But as A 
contemiptible as z Clergy-man is now, theſe things will be ac- "i 
counted'for another day. cat | | as - 

For it is-very evident, that you_ have a great Ipight at the _ 
whole Order, whatever perſonal kindneſs you may have for ſome 
men; they are but a Herd of Clergy-men, and you know no other 
uſe cf a Biſhop, but to overſee, admoniſh, and cenſure thoſe who are priface. 
apt to go beyond their due Bounds. I confeſs, this way of Railexy 
is' grown very faſhionable, and T perceive you are reſolved to be 
in the Mode, and to' be'an a liſhe Gentleman 3 but I never 
knew a man that was ſeriouſly Religious, who durlt affront the 
Servants for their Maſters (ake. 

But you, Sir, arc in the very height of the faſhion, and think 
their Office as contemptible, as their Perſons generally are thoughe 
to be : | yois hope to' be ſaved without underftanding the Notion of 
_ Chunrch-Government, . as *tis intreagued by Clergy-men of all fidess., 
And 1 hope” you may be faved without underſtanding a great 
many other things beſides '-Church-Government, or elle I dqubt 
your Salvation may be hazardous. 


- But this is too plain a'Contemnpt of alt Church- Authority : "for 
though the Charch of Rowe has uſurpt an unlimited and tyrane 
nical Power under the Notion of Church-Government, yet what 
has the Soxnd Church of England ( as you own it ) done ? What 
occaſion did-I give for this Cenſure > who have expreſly con- 
fined the Exerciſe of Church- Authority to Church-Communion, to re- efol. of 
ceiving in, and _ out of the Church, And if che Church be cſs, p. 
no Society, I wonld defire to know what it is; and if_it bea 39. 
Society, how can any Society ſubfift without Authority in ſome 
Perſons t6 receive in and to ſhut out of the Society ? But the 
eruth is, though you pretend to be in Communion with the 
Church of England, you make the Church it (elf a very needleſs : 
and-infignificant thing: for. you know no neceſſity of Commu- | 
nicating with any"Church, you will not allow it to be Schiſm to 
ſeparate from the Church, you think it a pretty indifferent thin 
whether men be baptized or not, or by whom they are baprized. 
What your Opinion is about the Sacrament of the Lords " 6509008 | 
I do not know, though 'if you are confiftent with your (elf, 1 
doubt thatis a very indifferent Ceremony too. . FS 
Truly to deal plainly with you, I think you haye more need 
to be taught your Catechiſm, _ to ſet up for a _ of 
| S 3 
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Books 3 and let me in time warn' you, what the conſequence of 
this way you arc in is likely to be, which is no leſs than a con- 
terpt of all revealed and inſtituted Religion, and conſequently 
of Chriſtianity. Natural Religion may fubſiſt without any poſi- 
tive Inſtitutions, but revcaled Religion never did, and never can : 
for when God tranſats with Mankind in the way of a Vilible 
Covenant, there muſt be ſome Viſible Miniſters, and Viſible Sa- 
craments of this Covenant, And when the Evangelical Mini- 
ſiers and Sacraments fall into contempt, men mult think meanly 
of Chriſtianity, and return to what they,call natural \Religion, 
which is a Religion without a Prieſt and without a Sacrifice 3 
which cannot fave a ſinner, but by uncovenanted Grace and Mer- 
cy 3 which no man can be ſure of, and which no man ſhall find, 
who rejeQs a Prieſt and Sacrifice of Gods providing, 

And to convince you of this, you may obſerve, that the con- 


.tempt of the Notion of a Church, of the Evangelical Priclthood 


and Sacraments, is originally 0 to- Deiſts and Socinians, to 
thoſe who profeſs to believe.in God, -and to worſhip him accor- 
ding to the Laws of natural Religion, but believe nothing at all 
of Chriſt; or to thoſe who profeſs to believe-in Chriſt, but. be- 
lieve him onely to be a meer Man, and a great Reformer of 
Natural Religion, but make nothing at all of; his Prieſthood and 
Sacrifice. If Chriſt be our great High Prieſt, and, we mult hope 
for ſalvation onely in vertue of his Sacrifice , There muſt be 
ſome way appointed to apply his Merits and Salvation to 
us, and this will convince us of the-neceſtity of Church-Com- 
munion, and a viſible Confederation by Sacraments of divine 


Set Vindic. appointment : Bur if Chriſt came onely as a great Prophet, to 
of the Def. inſtruct us more perfely in the Rules of Vertue, and to give us 
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more certain hopes of a future ſtate, there can be no more necc(- 
ſity of a Church now, than there was ina ſtate of Nature. Chri- 
ſtians may aſſociate, if they pleaſe, for As of publick Worſhip, 
and they may break Company, when they pleaſe, without any 
danger 3 and the Evangelical Sacraments can be onely ſignificant 
er which may be uſed or let alone, as every one likes 
lt. ) 

' Atthis rate you every where diſcourſe , and I believe ſo well 
of our Diſſenters, that though they would be glad to be excuſed 
from the guilt of Schiſm, yet they will not thank you for excu- 
ſing them upon (ach Principles as tend to undermine Chrifſtiani- 
ty; and I believe {o well of you, that though you affe& to talk 4 

the 
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the modiſh way, yet you do not underſtand whither it tends : 
and I hope this timely Caution may prevent your embracing 
thoſe Principles, whereon your Concluſions are Naturally 
Built. 

Another thing I would. warn you of, is, that theſe looſe 
Principles of Church-Communion do not tempt you to Schiſm, 
and State-Factions, which uſually go together. You pretend 
indeed to be in con(tant Communion with the Church of Eng- 
land}, bat according to the Principles of your Letters, no Church 
in the World can have any hold of. you, every Man is. a Com- 
municant at his own pleaſure , who thinks he may part with- 
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out Sin 3 And it is much to be ſuſpected, that no Man, who 


is a hearty lover of the Church of England, can make ſuch a 
Zealous Defence for Diſſenters, who has not ſome private rea- 
ſons for his Zeal: and when Men are not Endeared to each 


other by one Communion, it is to be feared they arc linked to- 


gether by ſome other Common Intereſt. Now (ſhould you 
prove a Schiſmatick, to ſay no worſe, it will not excuſe you, 
how many Fine Queſtions ſoever you can ask about it. 

And that which will greatly endanger you , is that great 
Opinion you have of your ſelf : for ſome men are ſo wanton as 
to eſpouſe a Schiſm or FaQion only to ſhew their Wit in De- 
fending it, and to make themſelves conſiderable by eſpouling 
a Party, I will not ſo mych wrong you, as to ſay that you 
have ſhewn any great Wit or Judgment in this Cauſe 3 but it is 
evident to every impartial Man, who reads your Letters, that 
you have betrayed tuo great a conceit of both , and that is a 

reat deal the more dangerous of the two 3-for true Wit and 
\ ans will ſecure Men from thoſe miſchiefs , which a vain 
conceit of it betrays them to. 

And now Sir, all that I ſhall add, concerns your way of Wri- 
ting, which/neither becomes a.wiſe Man, nor a fair Diſputant 3 
you have not offered any Argument to diſprove any one thing 
I have ſaid, you have no where ſhewn the weakneſs of my Ar- 
guments to prove what I undertook , but have at all Adven- 
tures askt a great many Queſtions, and generally nothing to the 

ſe. Now it had been caſy to have askt you as many croſs 
Queſtions, which had been as good an Anſwer to your Queſti- 
ons, as your Queſtions are to my Diſcourſe z and thus People 
might have gazed on us, and have been never the wiſer. For 
to raiſe a great many dithculties onely tends to Scepticiſm, __ 
| * wil 

" 
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| but'yer it ſhould'-make-any Man of Wit aſhamed of Log 
= of Diſpute, wherein he may be out-done by a Man of rid 

e 

I confeſs Thave' with ſome regret ſtole time from better Em- 

t to. anſwer \your Letters, -but do not think my ſelf 

bound to do {o, as often as you think fit to give a publick Chal- 
lenge: This Controverfie, if you had pjcaſed, might have been 

ed more privately 5 which had leſs- trouble to+me, 
thongh it may be © you tought it-might have been leſs glorious 
to yourſelf, which : was your reaſon of firſt ſpread-+ 
es Loner in Wilde and then of Printing'it. I ſhall 
| Hot envy your Glory'z 4 had "rather continue mean and obſcure 


in's tranble Obelicncors Odtirchand Seace,; thai to raiſe: ebe -. 


moſt Glorious Tr and 'Trophees ro-'my/memory., by 
| mes leaſt Hee rect tocither: :And that you and all 
ober Chriſtians \may* be of” the fave mind , - ——_ 
Prayer of, 'N 


SIR, 


ot 


Tour very. Humble Sms, 


